10 
, M 


.ft.
 
",- 


'\l 



 


f " 


01. 


\ 


\ 


,\v. 


h 


r 

 ,
 
t 
.' 
fl. 
I.. 

 
I i 
, . 
, 
 
.. i' 

 \ 

 
04. 
- t. ., 
J 
to!. 


....{ 


t .'j 



 


1 
ff. 
.f 



.tl 


; 
"I
 


1'\1 


1 


,\' 


j\.j 


.. 





 


L 


II 


, 


l 


I I 
I 


I I 





1.'Þ '.'=.(IDo=."D-... 


A SHORT ESSAY 


ON THE 


C Ii R 1ST I A N R ELI G I 0 
 &c. 


... ])0 7 .... 
V ... 



ERRATA. 


Page 15. line 16, Ttad canlC r ou -p.!4t J. 5, rtad 
Mqxentias-p. 32, 1. 23, delt of-p. 56, 1. JaIl, 
l'tad tightèned-p. 60, L 6, read the-po 70, 1. 12, 
note, rt:ad RabeJais-p. 82, 1. 8, rfad yctantc- 
p. 1('0, 1. :2 I, add of-po 114, J. 2 from bottom, 
7tad VoJufiJn-p. 117, I. t4, read difont-p. 119, 
J. 16, read SecÚlalis-p. 125, J. 16, rtad fupe- 
Jior-p. 127, L 8, rtad deportment-po 13 2 , I. 7, 
read pJorelytes-p. ibid. J. Il, rtad quand-p. 
ibid. I. 19, rtad veritè. 
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SHORT 


E S S A'Y 


ON THE 


CHRISTIAN RELIGION, 


DESCRIPTIVE OF THE 


A D V ANT A G R S W H I C H I-I A V E A C C RUE D TO 


SOCIETY BY THE ESTABLISHMENT OF IT
 
AS CONTRASTED WITH THE MANNERS 


AND CUSTOMS OF MANKIND BEFORE 


THAT HAPPY PERIOD. 


TO WHICH ARE ADDED 


A FE'V OCCASIOSAL REMARkS ON PHILOSO- 
PHERS IN GEN 
RAt, AS ALSO O
 SOME OF 
THE OBJECTIONS STARTED AGAINST THE 
CHKISTIAN RELICION BY THE FASHION ABLE 
'VRITERS OF THE PRESENT AGE. 


TH:J. WHOLE PROPOSED 


AS A PRESERVATIVE AGAINST THE PERNICIOUS 
DOCTRIN ES \VHICH HAVE OVER 'V HELMED 
FRANCE \VITH MISER Y AND DESOLATION. 


...1)0 -<I... 
CC Avoid all thofe," fays J. J. Rou{feau, U who under pretence 
cc of explaining nature, [ow in the hearts of men difcon[olate doc- 
U trfnes, and whofe apparent fcepticifm is a hundred times more 
" diébtorialand dogmatical, than the decifive tone of their adver- 
" faries."-(Emile, t. iii p. 101.) 
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TOM Y SON. 


ACCEPT, my Dearefi 
Friend, the following little 
Effa y, as a fmall tribute of 
my love and affeélion. 
When thefiate is in danger, 
you know, that every citi- 
zen fhould take up arms; 
aD;d when the peace and 
welfare of fociety is likely 
I to be difiurbed, every man, 
as far as his abilities will 
permi t, fhould fiep forward 
to counteraét the evil. It 
,vas 



[ vi J 
was with this view that I 
took up my pen; and tho' 
confcious of the mediocrity 
of my talents for the pur- 
pofe, I could not refifi giv- 
ing you my thoughts upon 
a fubjea offuchmagnitude 
and importance. 
Y ou are fenfible that I 
have not the prefumption 
to fet myfelf up for an au- 
thor. Thus I hope to apo- 
logize for every inaccuracy 
you may meet with; and to 
avoid any unmerited praife 
from the partiali ty of my 
friends, I have refrained to 
affix 



[ vii ] 
affix my name. If the con- 
tents 11oweveI. prove bene
 
ncial to you and your fa- 
mily, I {hall obtain a fingu- 
lar [atisfaaic)n for the \\7el- 
fare and happinefs of both 
lie neaí.eR the heart of, my 
DeareR Friend, 


YOUR EVER AFFECTIONATE FATHER, 


AND :MOST HUMBLE SERVANT Q 



o.ndon) March 25, 179S. 


.. . 
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A SHOR TESSA Y 


ON THE 


C H R 1ST I A IV R ELI G 10 11, &c.. 


i(þ.-(...
...
 


I T might be a matter of aflonifhment that 
philofophers, who fet them[elves up for the 
reformer
 of mankind) íhould fo bitterly in- 
veigh againfi the chrifiian religion, were we 
not certain that two very powerful motives 
frequently a8 upon the hearts and minds of 
men. There are vanity, and the impatience 
of cantran}; for as Lucretius fays) 
(( 'Tis fweet to crop fcelli flow'rs) & get a crown 
(( For new and rare inventions of our own.
' 
(Creech's Tra7ýlat.) 
cc Vanity" fays a very ingenious writer) cc ani- 
cc Dlates the hero to extend his conqueRs at 
(C the expence of jufiice) and fiimulates the 
(C philofopher to erea the banners of .error on 
B U tbe 



[ 2 ] 


C( the ruins of truth." Experience indeed, as 
weB as the conceffions of philofophers them- 
[elves, both ancient and modern, prove that 
the .
orld has neither been more enlightened;J 
or becolne better for their inftruaions. In 
the philofophic works of Cicero we find that 
the philofophers had no fettled or uniform 
ideas) but were pcrpetuaIJy contradiaing and 
conlbating each others opinions. P1utarch 
011 the fentiments of nature, which the philo- 
fophers he1d, remarks tbe fanl
 difcordant 
principles. But no author has fo truly de- 
fcribed, or rather ridiculed their t>pinions as 
Lucian in his dialogue bet\veen Menippus 

nd Philonides. I\tlenippus telJs him that 
with the view of di[covering the truth, if pof- 
fiblc, he undertook to read HOlner and Hc- 
iìod. But he was foon difgufied with them 
on account of the follies tbey attributed to 
their gods; defcribing them as monfiers of 
debauchery, and adepts in every fpecies of 
wickednefs. "I thought it then prudent)" 
fays he) U to apply to the philofophers. But 
u I found that I fell fron)' one evil into a 
U greater) for I difcovered fo much ignorance) 
C( and fuch .uncertainty concerning matters of 
i( the greateft inlportance that the mon illite- 
(( rate people feemed to n1e incomparably 
(C wife 
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Cf wirer t11an they were. For one of them 
U told me that all happinefs confined in the 
(( free ufe of our paffions: others affirnled 
CI that we íhould not give way to our pleafures
 
H but labour and fuffer courageoufly. One 
(( party faid that I was to hold gold and filver 
u in contell1pt j another maintained that the 
f( pofTeffion of them was real happiners. 'Vhen 
U they came to defcant upon the formation 
(( of the world, they talked of atorns) empty 
n fpace, of bodies without fubfiance and many 
cc other unintelligible matters. But that 
n which difgufied nle the moR was to find 
fC them all fa dogmatical in their opinions; 
IC thus \vhat one affinlled to be cold, the other 
C
 maintained to be hot. \Vherefore I kne\v 
cc not what to think, or what to fay. Ho\vever 
Cf the height of extravagance, as it appeared 
C1 to me, was the pointed contradiélion I per- 
ct ceived betw"een their doélrines and their 
Cf praélice. One party, who were all ufurers
 
U declaimed againft riches j another repro- 
ce bated fame and glory, yet were perpetually 
cc in queft of both. 1'hey were in general 
C( violent in their inve8ives againft fuch per- 
u fons as gave themfelves up to illicit pleafures, 
(.( and yet in private they were themfelves the 
II moll debauched." 
B 2 Hermias, 
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Hermias, nearly at the fame period of tim
j 
though not fo fe\ ere a fatiriil as Lucian, does 
not fpeak luore favorably of the philofophers. 
u 1 inquired", fays he, U \vhat they fuppofed 
(( the nature of the foul to be. Democritus 
(C a{[ured me that it \\ as fire; the Stoics 
cc maintained that it was air; Heraclitus de_ 
ec elared it to be motion; pythagoras called it 
Ie a {hade; Hippo infified that it \\ as fen1Ïnal 
(I water; Demoerates aflirnled it to be har.. 
er mony j Critias contended that it \\"as brood; 
(C oth
TS a \ apour which comes from the HaTs J 
cc & c. &.e. Eaeh of them had his peculiar 
U jargon, but not one of theln feemed to 
no\ 
cc tbe truth 
1} next inquir} w.as to know 
cc what becon1es of the foul. SOllle of the 
cc philo ophers fuppofed it to be inlmortal, 
n other
 periíhable. Some affirnled that it 
(c fUT\ i\ e.s tbe body for a \,,-hile; others that 
If it i
 inlmedia
el) reduced to atoms. 
lany 
cc contended t}--'at it inhabits the bodies of 
(C beans; and others that it furvi\ges the hu- 
ec man body for three thoufand }"ear
. Sonle- 
cc t
rnes therefore I am imnlonaJ, and confe- 
cc quently feel myfelf Japp\; t
en I am lTIOf_ 
Cl "al. \\
bicb aHliasme. S metÏrnes I am air, 
(C ." ater, fire, and at JaR nothing of aU there, 
If but I become a fifb J a reF tile, a wild beafi
 


II 0:- 
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U or forne other quadruped j and ,,"ben I meet 
cc a man) I kno\\ not ,vhether to caU hinl an 
cr O
) a dog, or ",hat not. Final1., Empedo- 
cc cles J improving upon aB thefe fine f. fiem
 
U turns me into a tree, or into a bufh. Such 
U only is tbe information I have been able to 
Ie acquire from be phl1ofopbers." (I I Z 
PhIj 
It nlay be aCked if \\ e an get better In- 
formation from the philofophers of the pre- 
rent da}. Let J. J. Rou[feau, that eccentric 
geniu5) an['t/er the queftion. U 1 nder tte 
cc rauoht'- P retext 
, fa\."s he cc of bein cr the 
0' .J I) 0 

{onl} perfons" ho are truly enlightened. 
Ct honefi and fincere) the\" fubjea u
 to their 
Ie magifierial decifions, and give us fer the 
U true principles of things only nin"elligible 
f, f} fterns \\ hich the} ha\ e r ired in their o\;n 
, ima6inalion
. .A.dd to this, that while the 
U overturn) detìro and trample under fùot 
cc cvery thing that i
 rerpeCtabl,
 alnorg ffi
n- 
II lind) they depri\ e the aIDiaed of the la 
f confolation in their mi er}; tak.e (ron) the 
Cf rich and PO\\ erful the only checllo te in- 
cr àuloen
c of their pa lon
 j the) eradicate 
u frol11 our h
".rts the ren10rfe of guilt and the 
U hopes of ,irtue; abfurdl bù ing them- 
lC_rel" es at the fame tin1C the friends and bene.. 
If fat tars 



[ 6 ] 


f( fa.aors of mankind. The truth, they fay, can 
n never be hurtful. So far I am of their opi. 
Ie nion; and this is to me a great proof that 
"what they teach cannot be true." ( Emile, 
t. iii. p. 149.) 
The impa
ience of controul J 35 has been 
obrerved, aEÌs alfo very forcibly on the hearts 
and minds of meo. The ob[curity of the 
m}'fieries. ,vhich the chrifiian religi.on p.ro- 
pores to ou
 belief, is only a pretext for their 
incredulity. It may therefore be prefumed 
that they would believe without difficulty) and 
even without refleaion J if a bare arrent 
as 
fùfficient to attain the end propofed. But 
n why were myfieries requifite?" exclaims 
John Jacques Rouffeau. He has anfwered the 
quefiion himfeif. The divine nature i
 e{fen- 
tially incornprehenfible J becaufe it is infinite; 
whence, he affirms that n our undeJfianding 
n being limited, hath no conception of any 
"thing ,vithout bounds. 'Vhatever is called 
cc infinite confounds us." (Emile) t. iii. p. 80.) 
But have there advocates for the reforma- 
tion of nlankind duly confidered the {late of. 
the world before it ,vas bleffed by the chriftian 
difpenfation j \\'hat it is like1y to be again J 
(for the fame caufes have the fame effeas) 
and w hat it has been fince the efiablifhment 
of 
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of it? What it will degenerate into, we eVl... 
dently fee by the diftra8:ed flate of Fran("e
 
There indeed they have excèeded the pagans 
themrelves in abrurdity and wickednefs. The 
heathens punilhed atheifm with banilhment 
and death. 1'hey not only deerned thofe to 
be atheifis, who in general denied the exifi- 
ence of the Gods, but all fuch as did not ac- 
knowledge the local deities of the places they 
inhabited. They accounted them pefis to 
fociety, and treated them accordingly.. The 
hifiories of Greece and of RaIne afford ampJe 
information on the fubje8:. They did not 
therefore bury v irtue and v ice in.. the fame 
gr a\'e by denominating death an eternal fleep. 
l\bflraaing from their religious creed, they 
were too wife and politic to admit fuch dan- 
gerous doElrines; dangerolls in faa, for no 
man.s life or property would in tbat cafe be 
fecure. Both would be at the mercy of eve- 
ry villain, whom nothing might deter but the 
lafh of the law, which he might hope to 
evade. Death, in the opinion of tDe heathens. 
was not an eternal fleep, but like unto fleep. 
v.-hich conveys a very di fferent idea. This 
is elegantly cxpreCfed by Virgil in his defcrip- 
tion of he]). which p1ainly proves that a future 
tlate was general1y ad
nitted in his "days. 


n .At 
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U At hell's dread mouth a thoufand monfters wait, 
u Grief weeps, and venge.ance bellows at the gate: 
u Bafe want, low fear, and famine's lawlefs rage, 
Ii And pale difeafe, and now repining age. 
u Fierce formidable fiends! the portal keep, 
'f With pain, toil, death. and death's half-hrother fleep. 
(Pit/'s cr,.anJIat. 
When M. de Beaurepaire, t)le governor 
of Verdun in 1792, ,vas obliged by the garri- 
fon to furrender the town to the enemy) he 
took a pifiol, and {hot himfelf. This aRion 
appeared fo meritorious in the eyes of the 
national affembl y that they ordered his re- 
mains to be depofited in.. the Pantheon 
at Paris. c
 Let us," faid they J cc honor 
Ie the death of Beaurepaire with our grief; 
"and fet afide, In favor of jufiice and 
ee gratitude, that barbarous prejudice which 
ee hitherto has ftigmatifed the felf-devote_ 
ee ment of Cato * and Brutus as aEts of fury 
U and 


* It was pride in the moft fuperlati ve degree, which 
made him commit that raíh aélÏon; 
u Hence blind to truth, relentlefs Cato died, 
u Nought could fubdue his virtue but his pride." 
(E.flàyon SaHre.) 
Did he however intend to aB: confcientioully, and to do 
the thing he fuppofed right? If fo, why did he not exhort 
his fon and his friends to follow his example? on the con.. 
tra ry. 
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U and nladnefs" cc Deat h;' they added) 
u is a refource of which oppre!fed vIrtue 
" ought not to be deprived*:. . The hea- 
thens however In general thought other- 
wif c. 
u The next in place," faYi 'Virgil, H aDd punifhment 
u are they 
u Who prodigally threw their lives away." 
(DrJdcn's '!"'rm:ßot.) 
Thou Kh there ideas concerning a future ftate) 
fo congenial to every perfon of the leaft re- 
fleai ()n, were generally adopted by the an- 
cient world till they became infeéìed by the 
Epicurean do8:rines, which introduced a- 
theirm, and was finally the caufe of the de- 
firuaion of that t republic) yet there were 
fuch 


trary, he ad vifed them to accept the clemency of CeClr J 
which was 
qually offered to himfelf. Brutus at one time 
difaFproved of Cato's principles refpeéting filicide, ret 
was guilty of it himfeJf. \Vhy? becaltfe he had no alter- 
native but to die by his own hands, or grace the triumph 
of Augufius, which muft end in the moft cruel and igno- 
mInious death. But Beaurepaire had nothing of all this 
to fear. His life and humane treatment were fecured by 
the law of nations; a beneficent law, for which we are 
indebted to chrifiianit}". 
* See the journals printed by their orders. 
t" At this period the Roman fenate," fays M. de 
Voltaire. (Di8. Phil. art. Ath
'ffl) U were truly an afTem- 
C bly 
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, 
fuch variations and [nch uncertainty in their 
opinio
s on this and other fubjeEts .of the kind. 
that the wileft of their philofophers candidly 
confeffed the inutility of all their rerearches 
to find out the truth) and the need they flood 
in of a diviQe revelation for that purpofe. 
Plato, the greaten: genius Greece ever pro- 
duced, derpaired of ever knowing the origin 
and denination of man) (C unters" fays he, (C a 
(( more certain way be given us, as fome pro- 
(( mire, or a divine revelation, that relying 
U on it, as on a veffel that runs no riü<., \\"e 
(( may happily finifh the voyage of our life." 
The fame philofopher, in his fecond dialogue 
between Socrates and Alcibiades, a-rrerts tbat 
If we lTIufi wait patiently ti11 
ome one appear s 
(C who may be capable of inn TuRing us in the 
U manner we ought to behave towards the 
(C gods and towards men.. "- (( It would be 
n better," he adds, cc to with-hold aUf facri- 
n fices, than not to know, if by offering thèm, 
n we {hall plçare or difp1eafe the Deity." 
In his Pl2edo) or treatirc on the foul, and in his 


u bly of atheifis. The conquerors and legillators of the 
U world were vifthly a fociety of atheifis. The}" finally 
H ruined the republic." May not the fame remark be 
IT ade on the French lfgil1ators of the }?'l"efcnt day? 
Epino'J7zis 
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EpinonÛs he acknowledges the fame neceffity 
of a fuperior guide. Cicero, in his. Tufcu- 
]an Quefiions, lall1ents the weakne(s of the 
light of nature, and the a1n1ofi inevitable dan- 
ger of being led aRray by vulgar errors, and 
by the general corruption of things. 
After the humble confeffion of fuch philo- 
fophers ,\Te {hall not ?e furprired that the 
heathens fell into fuch monarOHS extravagan- 
ces and abfurdities, both religious and filor al ; 
fuch as would hardly be credited, if they were 
110t tranfmitted to us by themrelves: Though 
painful to relate, they afford a n10{l ufeful 
leffon. They remind us of that gratitude 
with which every breaft ought to be impTeffed 
towards a religion ,,,hich has enlighte ned the 
mind.) of mankind, and withdrawn them from 
the folly of their former pra8ices. 
Many a8:s which are repugnant to moral 
virtue and innate decency we find to h
ve 
been authorized by their laws, inculcated by 
their philofopheTs, and made facTed by their 
religion, even amongfi the Greeks and Ro- 
Inans, the politefi people of the ancient ,\'orld. 
The inhumanity with which they treated their 
f]aves j the barbarous and un-nàtuTal COlTI- 
bats of their glddiators) the e>..tortions of the 
ufurers, the conLÍnual fùbverfìon of thcirfiates J 
C 2 the 


" 
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the frequ
nt a{faffinations of their prince
, 
and finally the fhocking extra\ agance of ido- 
latry will likewife furprife and aftunifh us. 
Each article fhall be treated feparately J and 
in as concife a manner as poffible j and it win 
. 
be {hown, at the conclllfion of each, that th
 
abolition of thefe horrid and inhuman cufioms 
was the fruit of the gofpe]. 


ARTICLE I. 


'Vho ,vould believe that fuch renowned 
philofophers as the divine Plato and the wife 
Plutarch fhould be the abettors of thofe in- 
famous * crimes \vhich not only difgrace hu. 
man nature) but are an outrage to it. It is 
irnpoffible to read the dialogues of Paufanias 
and Alcibiades in the feall of Plato \vithout 
horror and dirgufi. Notwithfidnding his ad_ 
drer
t we eafì1y perceive that this divine PIa.. 
to is confcious of the infamous Jelfons which 
he inculcates. As for Plutarch) in the very 
,vark wbereiu he prefcribes rules for the cdu... 


* A firfi-rare pniJo(opner, 1\.1r: de V o1taÎre, cal1s there 
borrid exce{fcs i71jîpid triftes, (fadaifes in French). Such 
is the light tone the author affllrnes in his philofophical 
works by way of reforming mankind! 


cation 
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cation of youth, he helìtates if he thaJl recom- 
n1end thofe very crimes or not; and, after 
weighing the matter, decides in the affirma- 
tive. I ndeed, he fays, that (C .he is tel1der of 
U being the perfuader and tncourager of ruch 
U praEtices) but is determined in his opinion 
U by Socrates and Plato, by Xenophon, Æf- 
Ie chines and Cebes) with a whole groupe of 
cr ruch other men*." Seneca informs us of the 
prodigious' n
mber of viaims which were fa- 
rrificed to this deteftable paffion; and he de- 
clainls againft it with the greateft force and 
energyt. In Lampridius \ve read 
hat the 
Emperor Alexander Severus did not dare at- 
tempt to remedy this evil on 
ccount of the 
Dunlbers who gave into it!. 
How fhall we defcribe the injury done to 
òecency by the public pro{litutions, \vhich 
Vv'ere reckoned the mofi folemn duties of their 
religion? In Babylon, the women dreffed in 
their beft attire, offered thcmfelves to every 


* See Plutarch's morals tranßated by Dr.. 
imon Ford. 
vol. I. p. 30. 
+ Epin. 95. P 601. 

 The reader will be pleafed to obferve that the pa{fa- 
ges cxtraé1:ed from the Roman hifiorians are taken from 
the folio edition prefented by King George I. to the uni. 
'ferfiry of Cambridge. 


firanger 
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firanger they met. The money arifing from 
this infamous traffic \vas defiined to maintain 
the temples of Venus*. In j\.rnlenia, Haves 
of both [exes were facrificed to this obfcene 
goddefs, and young ladies of quality were not 
pern1Ìued to marry till they had devoted 
themfe1ves to proflitl1tion for a certain tinlet. 
The fanle CUfi0l11 prevailed in Lydia, as fle- 
Todotus reports. In defcribil1g the fepulchre 
of .f\l
yattus, the father of Cre[us) he fays that 
the daughters of the Lydians are accufiomed 
to acquire their dowries by profiitutioJl, and 
then they are permi tted 10 marry as they 
pIe are!. In Phenicia, the \vonJen had their 
choice either of [ubmitting to certain fuper- 
fiitious ceremonies in honor of l\.donis J or of 
ddmitting for a wholc day every firanger who 
chofe to approach them. l
he profits arifing I 
from this re1i
 iOils traffic \\1ere a1fo confe- 
crated to V enus
. Strabo informs us likewife 
that th
re was an incredible number of \\70- 
nlen in Corinth dedicated to this obrcene 
goddersll. 


.. Strabonis Ceographia, lib. XYÍ. p. j 45- 
+ Ibid. lib. xii. p. 532. 
4- Vol. i. p. 6 I. 

 Lucian de Dca Syria, p. 1058. 
b Lib. dii. p. 37 8 . 


The 
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The indecencies exhibited In the Floral 
games are largely defcribed Ly Valerius 

laximl1s. He tells us that Cato being pre- 
fent at thoíe which 
1effius the Ædile exhi- 
bited, the people were aíharned to order the 
atlors to firip thern[el yes naked. Cato, per- 
ceiving thís, withdr e\\T ; left his prefencc 
íhould prevent the u[ual entertainment from 
taking place*. But \vould net this vlife Ro- 
man have done better, either to have ab[ented 
hilnfelf from thofe game
)or to have fiaid there
 
as his prefence was a refiralnt upon the licen- 
tioufnefs of the people? Thi$ is much what 
!vlartial thought. cc'Vb}", fays he, putting 
the quefiion to Cato, cc did you appear at 
(( thore games? Come you into the theatre 
U only to go away again? 
U Cur in theatrurn, Cato revere, venifii? 
cc An ideo tantum veneras, ut exires ?U 
Theocritus fings the praifes of thofe who ex- 
celled in lewdnefst. 
Anacreon and IIorace paint in g10wing 
colours the exceffes of. the Greeks and Ro- 
Plans in this refpeS:. Even Cato J the wife, the 
fevere Cato, carried on a fcandalous traHic 


* Lib. 2. p. 202. 
t Idil. I z. p. 16z" &c. 


\\' j { h 
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with his beautiful {laves. At Sparta, on c
r.. 
tain days of the year, it was urual for both 
fexes to exercife and dance naked together. 
cc The ]a\vs of that republic," fays Montef- 
quieu, u not only deprived parents of all natu- 
Ie ral feelings, but alfo firipped chaflity of 
cc modefty." Their laws alfo permitted the 
promifcuous ufe of women) whether married. 
or unmarried. It was alro praaired in other 
Grecian Rates. There are even examples of 
it in Rome. Yet to {hew how unjuft and in- 
confifient fOlne of the Roman laws were, we 
need only mention that againft adultery. If 
a wife was taken in adultery, the huIband 
might kill her without any form of law, whilft 
the Jaw gave no power to the wife to obtain 
fatisfaaion for her hu{band's irregularities. 
Plutarch thought this law, as weB as that which 
authorifes th
 hu!band to kill his wife, if {he 
drank wine. to be very cruel; nevertheleCs 
they were conformable to the la\vs of Ramu.. 
Jus. The original words are. U In adulte- 
(I rio uxorem tuam fi deprehendiíres, i'lnþunè 
cc necares: fi ilIa te adultereres, digito con- 
cc tingere non auderet. u _ 
But why dwell longer on [uch infamous 
fcenes, ,vheo, from the feW' fpecimens addu- 
ced) we may form fo compleat ajudgment of 
the 
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the l11ànners and cufiorf1s of mankind before 
tbey were bJeffed with tbe knowledge of the 
chrifiian difpenfation ? No fooner did it pre- 
vail. than w
 fee Confiantine) the firfi of the 
Çhriftian emperors) itruing a revere law (CUIU 
vir in fætninam nubit) againfl: thore horrid 
and infamous praEtices. 1'he mynerious rites 
of paganifln being profcribed, public de- 
cency began to be rerpeaed. Firfi proof of 
the advantages which have accrued to fociety 
by the efiablifhment of chritlianity. 
As Confiantine J fo jufily ftiled the g1
eatJ 
notwithfianding the cavils of modern philo- 
fophYJ had by his authority in a great mea
 
fure fuppreffed the ßagrant diforders and 
abufes to which paganifm gavé birth, and as 
he openly proferred himfe1f the prote8or of 
the chrifiians J it will not be furprifing that he 
fuould be feverely cenfured by M. de V 01- 
iáire j whofe uniform" plan {eerns to have been 
not only to depreciate the chrifiian religion 
itfelfJ but likewife aU thofe who were zealous 
. I 
in fupporting it. It may not tllerefore be 
unacceptable to the reader if a !hart !ketch 
be given of that Emperor's lif
 and aEHons in 
the firft place J and fecondly å detail of tho
c 
defeRs in his chara8er and conduEl. which 
the French philofopher has imputed to him. 
D Flavius 


t 
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Flavius Valerius Confiantine was the fon 
of Confiantius Chlorus and I-Ielena. tIe \vas 
born in the year 274, and attended his father 
on his d
ath-bed at York. As foon as tl1at 
event took place) he was faluted Emperor by 

he Roman troops who ,vere with hinl, anno 
- þ 
306. :rv1aximian Galerus, one of his father's 
a{[ociates in the empire, would agree only to 
his taking the title of Cefår, to which he ac- 
quierced. This however did not prevent hiln 
from being the fo
ereign of all the Gauls) 
Great Britain and Spain. . He took the tide 
of .f\.ugufius in the year 308 by the confen
 
and approbation of the t,vo other Emperors, 
his colleagues) after having gained feveral 
vi80ries over tbe Franks and the German
. 
. y 
It is reported of him that he had taken an 
early predile8ion for the chrifiian religion, 
and that he \vas finally encouraged to adopt 
it by the miraculous appearance of a crofs in 
the clouds \vith the following in[cription, In 
this fign Y01t flall conquer. Be that as it may, 
he defeated Maxentiu
, againfi whom he was 
then nlarching. By this vi8ory, Confiantine 
became maller of all Italy and Africa. 1-1 e 
immediately caured a llandard to be nlade 
\\lith the reprefentation of a crors) under \\lhich 
",'ere affixed the abovefaid words. 1-'his fian- 
dard 
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dard he ordered to be carried at the head ùf 
llÏs ann)'. He afterwards defeated Liciniu
J 
and caufed him to be put to death. By the 
death alfo of Licinian J he became role mailer 
of the empi re. He forbid any further perfe- 
cution of the chrifiians J and fubmitted to be 
ranged himfelf among the catechumens to be 
infiruaed in the tenets of the gofpel. lIe 
con!lruEìed both in ROll1e and in other parts 
of the empire feveral magnificent churches 
and other public edifices J which he endowed 
in a manner worthy of himfelf. Having built 
the city of Byfantium, l
e ordered it to be 
called Confiantinople. His zeal for the prc- 
fervatÌon of the chri!lian faith in all its purity 
was as g r
atJ as were his attentions to Q'overn 
(.) 
the ell1pire with equity and jufiice. He nlade _ 
the greatefi efforts to extinguifh. the herery or" 
the Donatifis at the council of Aries. Soon 
after he publillied an ordinance. for the {tria 
obfervance of the Sunday, commanding every 
perro
 to ab
ain from fervile work on that 
day. He affificd at the firfi general council 
at Nicea) wherein Arius was conden1ned
 
1"he expences of the prelates who attende
 
at the council, were defrayed by hin1, and 
l
e l
 i ffed die wounds of thore who had fufièred 
fÙJ their faith during tl:e perfecutions of Li- 
1) 2 'cinius. 
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einius. CQnftantine however has be
n cen.. 
fured for his partiality to his finer ConfiantiéJ, 
who was a favorer of the Arian
) al[o for hav... 
jng confided to minifiers who betrayed the in. 
terefis of bis people, and for not puni{hing 
them when conviBed of peculation. He is. 
1ike\vife cenfured for putting his fon Cri fpus 
to death. It may be fuppofed that the pagan 
bifiorians would not overlook entirely the 
defe8:s and blemifhes 1n the chara8er of a 
man, who had {hawn ruch a vifible partiality 
for the chrifiian religion J and confequ
.QtJy 
 
difiike for that of the empire. Yet in other 
refpeBs. they fpeak highly of his great quali 
ties) particularly of his courage and k.nowledge 
in the nlilitary art. He died at Ach:yron nèar 
Nicornedia on the 22d of March J 337J at 
... 
63 years of age. Such are the outlines 
which contemporary hifiorians give of him. 

et us now attend to his chara8er, ". s it is 
tranfmitted to us by the pen of 1t. de V 01- 
taire. 
n Conflantius Chlorus." fays he, (Mt:lol1ges. 
chop. 1xi.) cc \\'as in a ren10te part of England, 
II \vhere for fome months he had aIfumed the 
cc tit \e of Emperor. Confiantine ,vas at that 
Ie time at r\icolnedia with the Emperor Ga- 
tt lerus. He requefied permiffion to go to 
fee 
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U his father. Galerus made not tbe leaR dif- 
If ficulty. Finding his father at the point of 
Ie death, he got himfelf acknowledged Empe- 
IC Tor by the troops. who were then in Eng- 
cc land. Tþe eleaion of a Roman Emperor 
IC made at York by five or fix tboufand fo14 
fe diers could not poffibly be thought la\vful 
If at Rome. The fanaion of the Senatus popu- 
li 11tfque ROll
anus was at leaft wanting. The 
II Senate however, the people, and the Preto- 
II rian guards chafe Maxenti us) the brother of 
Ie that Faufta, W110ß1 Con{l:antine had mar- 
(I ried. Our hiftorians a ,vho always fide with 
U the fortunate, call 
1axentius a tyrant, and 
IC an ururper. Being a pagan, of courfe)' they 
U reprefent him in the blackeft colours. H 
So far M. de V ohaire. 
Conflanti'lts Chlorus, fays he) was in a 1 Þ emote 
pa} t of England, where Jor fame l1zonths he had 
aJ!umtd the. title of E1nperor. It feems as if 

1. de Voltaire by this period wifhed to infi- 
nuate that this Emperor had a{fulned the title J 
nobody kno\vs how) in a remote part of Eng- 
· land. When he attempts to diminilh the 
n urnber of martyrs) he pretends that there 
were nOliC fJr a confiderable lilne either in 
Spain) the Gauls, in England, or in a part of 
Germany, all of which were u
der the dOlni- 
fllon 
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Ilion of Conflantius Chlorus, the avo,ved pro- 
teétor of the chrif}ians. Here he rnakes him 
a very potent and puiffant prInce. But 
 hen 
11e rer refents him as the fathe r of lontta lit i ne 
the great, l
e fpeaks of hint in a conteinptuollS 
man ner, as if he was banilhed in a renlote 
and fequefìered T
art of England. Natwith- 
fi.aT1díng this buld aCfertion, the Ron1an hifio- 
rians a{fure us that he was created Cefar a- 
bove thineen years before his death, and Em- 
peror and Augufius above a year and a half 
before that period. cc Conflantine" fays the 
French poet, (
 requefied permiffion tq go and 
Ie fee his father. Galerus made not the lean: 
n difficulty. u I t appears however by the 
tefiimony of Aurelius ViElor,* that he wiilied 
to detain him, which obliged Conflanline to 
efcape privalely. The authorof the Decline 
and Fall of the Roman Ernpire adopts 11. de 
,r oltaire's opinion, and fays (page 4 0 4, note 
10) that f( Zorimus t tells a very foalilh fio'ry 


* 
extus Aurelius Viétor. lIe fenrcd under t1:c Empe- 
ror julian, and from a very low condition, rai[ed him- 
felf l'y l1is merits to the firfi employments in the P.:ate. 
+ A Creek Ilif1-orian. I-Ie was a pagan, and lived about 
the year 4 J o. Only fi\,c or fix books of his h1fiory of 
tile Emperof3 .He extant. tIe never tofes any opportu- 
nity of dec1ai 1TIing againfi the chrií1ians, and was in Far- 
ticul
r tLc profcflèd cnem)" of Confiantinc. 


of 
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I( of Connantine caufing all the pofi-horfes 
(C which he had ufed to be hamUrung. Such 
cc a bloody execution) without preventing a 
cc purCuit, would undoubtedly have occafìoned 
If fdfpicions that l11ight have flopped his jour- 
C( ney*." Fool
lh as tbe flory may appear to 
l1illl, he might have remarked that Aurelius 
\Tittor mentions the Faa alro. (vol. i. p. 633- 
C'(.ConIlantine procured himfelf to be acknow- 
u lcdgt.d En1peror by the troops who \
lere in 
cc England. The eleaion of a Roman Empe- 
4( ror made at York by five or fix thoufand 
U foldiers could not poffibly be thought law.. 
cc rul at Rome." The Roman hiItorians fay 
that be was [aluted 
mperor by the troops 
on the very day of his father's death. !\c- 
verthele[s he \\Tould not accept the title till 
he had got the coníent of Galerus) of wholu 
he demanded it. Galeru
 refufed his rcquefi. 
and would only permit him to take the title 
of Cefar J to which Conflantine acq
liefced. 
Such an inilance of rnoderation and greatnefs 
of [out) which Inade hirn prefer an inferior 
title, rather than cau{e a civil war, was till 
then unl
recedented. 'fhi.'; laudable examplc 
however had no effea fifty years afterward:> 
over the cOlldua of .J ulian the dpofiate, the 


'* An the references to th1S work may be found in the 
lira quarto ed
tion. 


great 
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great hero of M. de V oItaire. His condué\ 
was quite the reverfe. Ie The ele8ion of a 
Ie Roman Emperor made at York could not 
Ie be thought lawful at Rome. The fanElion of 
IC the Senatus populusque Romanus was at Jea(\ 
f( wanting." Eutropius however afTures us 
tbat in thofe days they put little .or no firers 
upon the confent of the Senate and the Ro- 
man people for taking the government of the 

mpire. Arms alone decided the conten. 
The choice alfo of the Senate, the Roma
 
people and the Pretorian guards in favor at 
Mexentius is unfounded, though ferviJely co- 
pied by the author of the Declin
 and fall of 
the Roman empire. If Mexentius" fays he, 
(vol. i. p. 4 0 9-) cc invell.ed with the imperial 
U ornaments was acknowledged by the ap- 
c, plauding Senate and people as the proteaor 
Ie of Roman freedom:
 The hifiorians of 
tbofe days, ,vho recount this event, declare 
in' exprefs terms that he was chofen by the 
'Pretorian guards alone, who had col1e8ed a 
mob for that purpofe J without giving the leaft 
hint of the interference of the Senate. (See 
Eutropius J vol. i. p. 660.) 
cc The money and the. arms of the chri- 
cc fiians" fays M. de V oltaire J Ie contributed 


* He was an officer in Julian's army. We have an ab. 
firaB: of the Roman hiftory in ten books written by him. 
Ie to 
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if to place Con{lantine on the throne. It was 
(C this which rendered hin1 odious to the fe- 
e( ndte, to the people of Rome and to the Pre- 
cc torians who had all efpoufed the caufe of 
cc rvl axenti us his competitor." That the fe... 
nate did not efpoufe his caufe has been evi- 
dently Ihown. It was, as has been raid) ef- 
fe8ed only by the dregs of the people, and an 
inrurre8ion of the Pretorian guards. No 
author whatever Inakes the leaR mention 
that the chrifiians contributed either by arms 
or money to fet Connantine upon the illlpe- 
) ial throne. They tell us however that the 
people a{fenlbled. in the Circus gave him the 
title of invincible, in the very prefence of Max- 
enti us. We are alro inforn1ed that Confian_ 
tine gained immortal honor for the four viElo- 
ries he obtained at Turin, Brefcia, Verona J 
and under the wal1s of Rome, and that he \vas 
beloved for his clenlcncy towards the van- 
quifhed. We read alfo * that he rcleared 
feveral 


* Eumenes, in his panegyric on Confiantine the great. 
I-Ie was contemporary with that Emperor. The author 
of the Decline and Fall, &c. afièrts, p. 417. note 35. t11at 
H Eumenes has undoubtedly reprefented the whole affair 
U in the maft favorable light for his fovercign. Yet 
U from his partial naraative we may conclude that the 
E It repeated 
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feveral fenators who had been imprifoned, 
and recalled others who had been driven into 
banifhment, but no where do we find that his 
condu8 rendered him odious to the fenate, 
the people of Rome, and the Pretorian guards; 
or that the mpney and the arms of the chrif- 
tians contribut
d to p1ace the diadem on his 
head. All there are anecdotes forged in the 
brain of the French poet. In the next place 
M. de Voltaire cenfures the deportment of 
Confiantine at the council of N icea, and in 
particular the fplendid appearance he made 
at that aírembly. cc \Ve find him" fays he, 
Ie convoking and opening the council, march- 
C( jng through the midft of the fathers with 
IC the diadem on his head, and his robes an 
fC covered with precious fiones j taking to him- 
U felf the mafl exalted flate j banifhing rome- 
n times Ari us, at others A thanafi us. lIe fet 


U repeated clemency of Confiantine, and the reiterated 
cc treafons of Maximian, as they are defcrib
d by LaBan.. 
U tius, and copied by the moderns, are defiitute of any 
c, hifiorical foundation." Aurelius Vittor and Eutro.. 
pius, both pagan hiftorians as has been obferved, pojitievt{y 
fpeak however of the reiterated treafons of Maximian 
towards Confiantine, and in confequence that he jufily 
deferved his death. (pages as abov
.)-What authentic 
information can the reader acquire from modern philo.. 
fophy ? 


(( himfclf 
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(( himfelf at the head of the chrilìians J with- 
ee out being a chriftian hÏmfelf; Jor in th
Jè 
C( early daysJ jÙch were not deemed chriflîans who 
(( had not been baptized." To pars over the 
abfurdity of this laft paffage J it may be afked 
why he fhould cenrur
 Confiantine for ap- 
pearing in all the pomp and grandeur of Ma- 
jefiy at [uch an auguft. a{[emblYJ as that coun- 
cil certainly was? Could there be one more 
fOJ wherein above 300 prelates were affem- 
bled J many of whom bore the marks of their 
fufferings for their faith? Is it not ufual for 
princes to go in great pomp and {late to great 
a{femblies? But n he \vas all covered with 
cc precious ftones." So \vas Dioclefian J to 
whom M. de Voltaire imputes it not as a 
crime. Moreover he would have himfelf 
adored as a God
 (as Eutropius informs us, 
p., 660.) of which that French writer takes no 
notice. He adds that U he opened the coun- 
t( ciI, and put himfelf at the head of it with- 
(( out being a chrifiian himfelf." Eu[ebius 
of Ce[area, and Theodoret, both better judges 
of the tranfa8:ions of thofe days than 11. de 
Voltaire, a{fure us that Confiantine appeared 
at the affelnbly with the utmoft. refpea for the 
fathers; that he expreffed in the warmeft. 
terms the joy he felt at feeing the heads of fo 
E 3 many 
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many churcbes a{[embled together) and re., 
joiced that he was able to afford them his pro""! 
teaion and fupport. The banifhnlent of A- 
rius was in confequence of the anathema pro- 
nounced againft. him by the council. Atba.. 
nafius was exiled through the intrigues of 
Eufebius of Nicomedia J who ,vas a hidden 
i\.rian. Can fiantine had no other concern 
with either) but to fupport the decrees of the 
council by his authority. To rum up in a 
few ,vords the whole catalogue of crimes im- 
puted to this Emperor) M. d
 Voltaire ex- 
preffes him[elf as follows. C( Would you 
Ie know the charaaer of Confiantine ? Inquire 

, of Julian and of Zozimu
. They will tell 
ce you that at firft he aEled like a good princ
J 
Ie afterwards like a public robber; that dur
 
(C ing t:le latter part of his reign he ,vas pro- 
cc digalJ effeminate) and debauched. At all 
(C times they dercribe hitn to have been of a 
CI cruel and fanguinary difpofition. Search 
(C for his ch=1rat1er in Eufebius, in (;regory 
Ie of N azianzen) or in Laaantius. They \vil{ 
(C tell you that he was a n1an without fault or 

'blernifh. Between there two extremes how 
Ie are \ve .to decIde? By faRs. I-Ie obliged 
Ie his father-in-law to hang himfelf. I-Ie cau- 
f' fed hi.> brother-in-!a\v to be firangled; his 
cc nephew 
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cr nephew about twelve or thirteen years of 
n age to bé murde.red: his own fon to be be- 
eI headed, and his wife to be fuffocated in a 
" bath." Such is the horrible portrait which 
M. de Voltaire draws of Confiantine. Let 
us examine if the piRure be not overcharged) 
and the dark fide of the profile prefented to 
us. cc He oblige] his father-in-law to hang 
" himfelf." His father-in-la\v \vas Maxlmian 
Hercules. whofe daughter Faufla Confiantine 
had nlarried for his fecond wife. The cha- 
raEler which the Pagan hiftorians give of 
!\laximian is of the mon: deteltable nature. 
They inform us that having abdicated the 
elnpire \vith Dioclefi
n, he folicited him to 
re[ume it by force. lIe endeavoured in con- 
feq ue nee to make the army revolt againft. his 
fon Maxentius, whom he himfelf had created 
:f1uglifhts, and firove to tear the crown }rom 
his head in a public affembly. Not being 
able to fucceed, and fearing for his life. he 
took refuge with Conaa
tine, who was then 
in Gaul, feigning to have been banifhed by 
bis faD) as Eutropius informs us. (lib. 10.) 
l-fere he attelnpted feveral times the life of 
ConUantine, and even endeavoured to make 
}lis own daughter Fauna the accomplice of 
his horrid defign. For which, though feveral 
former 
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former attempts of the like nature had been 
forgiven) fays Eutropius (as above) a1
 \vas 
defervedly put to death. The juft punllh:-nent 
of this inhuman and un-natural wretc.) is the 
firft crime) with which M. de V ultaire cllarges 
Conftantine. u_ He caufed his brolber-in- 
Ie law to be beheaded, and his nephew to be 
cc murdered." The former was Llcinius, the 
Jatter Licinian. 1\ urelius Vitlor) p. 633) 
gives a worfe and more deteftable charaaer) 
if poffible, of l,icinius, than Eutropius had 
òone in regard of Maximian and Maxentius. 
N everthelefs they [eern to blanle ConRan tine's 
ambition as a motive which ten1pted him to 
put them out of the way; yet neither the fafe- 
ty of Confiantine's life) or the peace of the 
empire \vere couJpatibJc witb their exifience) 
we evidently learn from their own conceffions. 
(( Confiantine," fays M. de V oItaire, cc or- 
IC dered his o\vn fan to be beheaded, and his 
cc own wife to be fufFocated in a bath." This 
ron, Crirpus by name, was by his former ;ife 
l'"linervina. Fauna) the daughter of l\1axi- 
mian Galerus, as has baen faid, his rnother- 
in-law) \vas either fuppofed to be in love 
with Crifpus, or fought to remove him out of 
the way in favor of her own chilçren. Be 
that as it may, fne accufed him of attempting 
her 
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her virtue
 Confiantine too ban y oJ bc1i
f
 
ordered him to immediate execution. Being 
afterwards informed of his wife's vile artifice. 
he commanded that {he fhould be fuffocated 
in a bath. There are certainly very great 
blemifhes in the charaEler of Confiantine, 
yet we cannot but lament the dOlneItic n)is- 
fortunes in his family,which gave rife to them. 
Neither ancient or modern hifiorians defcribe 
. hi In as a perfeEl rnan J without fault, or hlernijh
 
as 11. de Voltaire is pleafed to infinuate. 
He certainly had more virtues and fewer 
faults than molt of his predeceffors, and upon 
the whole merited the title of great, \vhich 
hifiory has uniformly conferred upon him. 
1'0 be convinced of it, \ve need only attend to 
the charaEter \vhich the pagans them[elvei 
have given of hinl. Eutropius, after enunle- 
rating his virtues J and yet not fuppreffing his 
faults, fays that he defe'rved to he placed a11zong 
the gods. (lib. 10. p.661.) Aurelius \'iEìor 
informs us that the rnany beneficial a8s which 
he caufed to be done in favor of the people 
n1ade hiln be looked upon as a God) and ruch 
,vas the love and reverence they had for him, 
they grea'tly lamented that his body lhould be 
tranfportcd to Confiantinople. (p. 624.) As 
to the apparition of the crofs) it is a fafl wbich 
muft 
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depend upon the flrength of the evidence. 
To judge therefore with fome degree of pro... 
bability \ve need only adduce the one, and 
oppofe to it \vhat 
1. de Voltaire a{ferts upon 
the fubjea. It is not fufficient to fay that it 
is incredible, beca ufe it is out of tbe common 
courfe of nature. That God can do all things, 
none but athei fis will deny. That he \vrought 
miracles to eflabJifh the chrifiian religion is a 
faa, otherwi[e there would Hot be a fingle 
chrifti an in the world. The gofpel declares 
that they were the miracles of Jefus Chrift 
which dre,v difciples after him. He gave the 
fame power to his apofHes and their fuccef- 
fors \vho ll1all believe through their preach- 
ing, and this without any lilnitation either of 
time or perrons. (
1ar k xvi. 17, 18.) Shall 
\ve prefume to fay, that the hand of God 
was fi10rtened at that very period which be 
feems to have chofen for the completion of his 
defigns? This refIeÐion premifed, \\'e ",Tin 
attend to the arguments of which MonGeu r de 
Voltaire makes ufe of to invalidate the rela- 
tion given of it. He fays in his general Hif- 
tory, chap. 5. that" learned antiquaries have 
u fufficiently refuted there errors, which are 
Ie fo repugnant to philofophy and found cri- 
ce tici[rn.-.l\ll there imitations of the pa11a- 
(c dium 
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u dium of Troy tend only to give a fdbulou
 
cc appearance to truth." To this period the 
authority of three or four contem:)orary wit- 
ne{fes may be oppofed j the tefiinlony like- 
wife of Conftantine himfelf, who ratified it 
upon oath. 1 t is faid, that there are medals 
of Confiantius, the fon of Confiantine, fi iH 
extant, on which is reprefented a cro[
 an(l 
the words In this jìgn YOlt.Jlzoll conquer. (I Some ". 
fays he, cc fuppore that this fign in the heavens 
(C appeared to him at Befançon, others at Co- 
cc logne; many believe it to have been at 
U Treves, others again at Troyes. 1 t is ra- 
ce ther furprifing that heaven lliould have ex- 
f( plained itfelf in Greek on this occafion. 
U It would have been more adapted to the 
cc weak lights ofhuman r ature had it appeared 
U in Italy, and on the day of battle j but then 
U it \vould have been neceffary that the in- 
ee fcription Ihould have been in Latin. Loi- 
I( reI, a learned antiquarian, has refuted lhis 
U ancient tale, but he has been treated as a 
IC rnifcreant for his rains." Bu where did 
Mr. \To1taire 1earn that the infcription 1;Né1S 
in (-;ree
(? On the n1eda)s of Confiantius it 
i
 in Latin, ahhol!gh the feat of the clnpire 
,vas then at Confiantinople. Ellfebius being. 
l1imfelf a Greek, it \vas natural, when he re- 
F lated 
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lated tbe event J that he fhould write it in his 
own language. It would have been furpri- 
{jng had he done other\vife. The variety of 
opinions concerning the [pot 'v here this phe- 
nomenon appeared) in nu manner detraéìs frolD 
the certainty Df it. Eufcbius fays that it was 
feen in Gau1. Subfequent writers have made 
various conjeBures about the particular fpot. 
U I t would have been nl0
e natural if it had 
c
 appeared in Italy. &c.
' '\Thy fo? Could 
110t Almighty God give to Confiantine in any 
part of the globe aIfurances of l1is proteaion
 
previous to the very moment. cc A learned 

(antiquarian has refuted this ancient tale
 
(C for "1hich he has been treated as a mif- 
cc creant." If Loirel \vas ignorant of the proofs 
which are adduced in fUppOlt of it) he cer- 
tainly does not deferve to be ranked amongfi 
the learned. If he was not, and fuppreffed 
them) the epithet "Tas not mifapp1ied. For 
furthe
 infornlat1on the reader may confult 
Baluze \\'bo J in his 
otes on 1,a8antius, has 
tboroughly canva!red the fubje8, and given 
f
lCh proofs in favor of his opinion as appear 
i ncolltrovcrtible. Many of our learned coun- 
t.rymen alfo have done as 111uch. Surely 
there aUlhorities, though they may not carry 
çonviElion t9 every mind, mull have a greater 
deg
ee 
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d
gr-ce ot'probability, than the vague, unrup- 
.ported a{fertions of the French poet, whore 
uniform defigns feems to have been to impofe 
an the crèdulity of his readers. 


ARTICLE II. 


The inhwl1'Lanity of the Ancients towards t!zeiT 
Slaves. 


Almon. all the ancient governments aban- 
doned, w
thout reCerve, the naves of both 
fexes to the lull and brutality of t1Jeir maners. 
It is impoffib1e to defcribe to what exce{fes 
this pernl iilion gave birth, even amongfi: na- 
lions that are propofed to us as models of wife 
governments. Yet {laves are men. 1'he mis- 
fortune of their birth does not authorife us to 
Ia 
treat them with inhumanity, cruelty and in- 
jufiice. 1"'he Pagans however were utter 
ftrangers to this maxim. It is incredible to 
what excefsof barbarity they abufed the power 
which tbe laws gave over them. A maRer 
had the power of life and death over his {laves, 
and too often they exerci[ed it) as for exam- 
ple a Vadius Pollio who ordered one of his 
naves to be thrown into a fifh-pond to feed 
his fi{h. And for what rearoD? ßecaufe he 
F 2 had 
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had broken a ,vine glafs*. Nay, he ufually 
fed his fifh with his naves. U Murenas fan- 
ee guine humano faginabatt." Examples of 
this kind were very frequent, the life of a flave 
being deemed of no importance, unlefs by the 
hand of avarice. They looked upon them as 
beaUs of burden j pecudum 1ZU1nero) that is the 
expreffion of the law. For the ruoft trivial 
faults they were treated ,vith the greateft 
cruelty. At Sparta) let fla yes be u fed ever 
fo barbarouf1y they could not reclaim the 
proteEtion of the là'vs. They were obliged 
every year to receive a certain number of 
firipes, although they had not deferved pu- 
nifhment) merely that they might not forget 
the duty of obedience. If any of thelTI feetn- 
ed to be above his condition by the elegance 
of his figure, he was condenlned to die, and 
his n1a{ter fined for retaining fuch as might 
by their outward appearance offend the eyes 
of the citizens. The Spartans) by their Jaws 
were authoriled to fall upon the Heloles) their 
{laves, whilft they were employed in the \forks 
of hufbandry; and without mercy they would 
frequently defiroy the ableft men amongft 


* Seneca de ira, lib. iii. p. 6f. 
t Ibid. de clementia, lib. i. p. 20 I. 


them. 
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them, for no other reafon, than for exercife, 
and to prevent them Ifrom becon1ing too po- 
pulous. At Rome they were often loaded with 
chains, and othel'wife mal-treated, as it hap- 
pened to Epitletus the * l.lhilofopher, whù 
wes the nave of Epaphroditus, an offi.cer be- 
longing to the Empel or 
 ero. The Ronlan 
laws ordained that if d flave fuould kill IJis 
luafter, all the other Haves, however nume- 
IOU:)) fhould be equally put to death. Ta
i- 
tus relates that Pedanius Secundus, the G.o- 
v
rnor of Rome in the reign of the Emperor 
Nero, being ilain by Que ùf his lla Yes, all lhc 
ren, though four hundred in nUlllber, ,yen; 
put to death. It was long debated if the ri- 
gour of the law fhould not be Initigated in 
this cafe, but finally decreed that the ancient 
UdtlJte lhould be enforced. They were eÀc- 
cuted accordiuglyt. 
It would be endlefs to give a minute de- 
tail of the inhun1anity of the Pagans refpett- 
ing their flaves. A benevolent 1yLtelll, like 


.. The Mofaic law, more wife, did not give to mailers 
that t} rannical power. It ordained that it the ffiß.lter in 
firiking a fiave, put out an eye or broke a tooth, he thouJd 
emancipate him. (Exodus, ch. zl-z6-z7.J And if he 
killed hunt he was liable to be capitally punifhed for it. 
t Annal. lib. xix. p. 184-. (8 S. 


chrifiianity, 
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chrifiianity) was n1uch wanting to remedy thi 
flagrant evil) whereby thofe unhappy beings 
nught be re-lnUdled in the natural rights of 
mdnkuH.ì 1 t hdd fCell cely begun to da\vn upon 
the \\ìurld J \\,hen ConitantÏne declared all thore 
guilt}' of m rder who {hould by ill ufage caufe 
the death of their naves. Thcodofi us) fir- 
narned the great, mitigated ftill more the de- 
plorable ftate of {lavery. Finally chrifiianity, 
gainIng ground) entirely f uppreifed the inhu- 
man CUHOID of procuring and retaining naves*'. 
-A fecond proof of the advantages and blef- 
fings which have accrued to the world by the 
efiabliíhment of chriftianity. 


ARTICLE Ill. 


The baròarous and un-nat1.tTal c01nhats of their 
Gladiators. 


Here we exhibit another [cene of inhu- 
manity, which equally gives us an infight 


* The revi\"al of flavery within there two laft centuries. 
and the horrid íhape in which it appears in America. 
mull be attributed to that want of faith. and to that dege.. 
neracy of morals which ,ve are taught by the very Foun- 
der ofChriflianity to expeét in latter times. Even mi- 
tigated as the flate of f1avery is, it {hocks the ideas of 
many well meaning people, as the efforts, which are at 
prefent made in Parliament to get it aboliíhed, tefiify. 
into 
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into the barbarous cufloms and manners of 
the ancients. The firfl rife of the Gladiators 
is referred to the ancient cuftom of killing 
perfons at the funerals of great men. The' 
Þeathens fuppofed that the ghofis of the de- 
ceafed were appeared by the effu Goo of hu- 
man blood. Achilles facrificed HeRor to 
Patrocles; Æneas flew Turnus to appeare the 
manes of Pallas. At firft the, Pagans ufed to 
buy captives, or rebel Haves, and offer them 
at the obfequies of their fri
nds. · After\\'ards 
they contrived to veil over this impious bar- 
barity with the fpecious fl10'V of pleafure, and 
voluntary combat. Trai,
ing therefore fuch 
wretches, as they had procured, in the ma- 
J)agement of the offenfive ''r'eapons then in 
ufe, upon a certain day appointed for the fa- 
crifices to the departed objeEls) they obliged 
them to maintaitl a mortal encounter at their 
tombs. rrhe firfi fho\v of Gladiators exhi_ 
bited in ROlne was that of I\larcus. and Deci- 
rous Brutus upon the death of their father*. 
""ithin a little time, when they found the 
people fo nluch delighted with there bloody 
clHcnainrnents J they were refolved to give 
thetn the like di verfions as often as pom bIe) 


* Valerius Maximus, lib. 2. p. 168. 


and 


\ 
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and tl1erefore it foon becao1e a fafhioo. Not 
only the heirs of great and wea1thy citizens 
in honor of their decea[ed relations, but all 
tbe rrincipal magifirate5 entertained the peo- 
ple with there {hows. Nay the very priefis 
fometimes exhibited there impious fcenes, 
for we meet \vith the .ludi pontificales in Sue to- 
nius*J and \\'Îth the ludi facerdotales in Plinyt. 
The Emperors amu[ed the people with there 
fhows on frequent occafiol1l\, as on their birth 
days, on tho[e of a triumph after any fignal 
viaory; at the confecration of any public 
edifice) &c. And a
 the occaGons for there 
folemnities were fo prodigioufly increafed, fo 
in the fame manner \\ras the duration of them, 
2nd the number of combatants. Julius Cefar, 
in his EdiHhip, brought three hundred and 
twenty pair of Gladiators upon the flage:t. 
And Trajan, tho' naturally fo avcrfe to cruelty 
exhibited no lefs than one thou[and eO,uple. 
K t TO prefented at one {how four hundred fe- 
fl3tors) and fix hundred Roman knights, who 
did not b1ufh to engage in [uch a vile and 
brutal conteH. Frequently furh numbers of 
Cladiators aßernbled to cut each other's 


'* Vol. 2. p. '9' in Augufium. 
+ Fpift. 3+. p. J 83. 
+ Plutarch in Cefar. 
T 


throats 
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throats that the Senate was obliged to inter- 
pore, and by its authority endeavour to pre- 
vent the effufion of fo much human blood. 
The Emperors however paid very little defe- 
rence to the decrees of the Senate. For the 
very women engaged in there l;ublic encoun- 
ters, particularly under the Emperors N era 
and Domitian, a fceue equally indecent as 
cruel. J uvenaI has expo fed this impious folly 
with great fpirit in his fixth ratire. 
cc They turn viragoes too, the wrtftler's toil 
U They try, and {mear their naked limbs with oil. 
c, A gainfi: the poll their wicker fhields they cruíh, 
u Flouriíh the fword. and at the plafiron puíh. 
U Of every exercife the l\1an'nifh crew 
u Fulfills the parts, and oft excells us too. . 
u Prepared 110t only in feigned battles io engage, 
u But rout the Gladiators on the fiage." 
In fine, thefe barbarous {hews \vere fo 
much in fafhion J and fo much to the taRe of 
the people) that they were introduced at all 
their public feans, as an eírential part of the 
entertainment- In con{equence of which, the 
ground whereon they met freque'1tly refem- 
bled à field of battle. Torrents of * blood 
fuc- 


t \Ve cannot fufficient1y ad mire the wifdom of the 
Jewiíh Lcgil1ator in guarding againft an evil of fuch 
. 
magnitude j for nothiJìg can be more alarming than \\"hen 
G the 
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fucceeded torrents of wine. When the appe- 
tite was fatiated \vith feafiing, the mind ,vas 
glutted with the fight of thefe horrid and mu- 
tual maffacres. rChe abolition of there in- 
human praaices) more. adapted to the brute 
creation) than to men endowed ,vith reafon 
and reflexion) was effeaed alfo by Confian- 
tine the great about the year of the city 106 7) 
nearly fix hundred years after their firft infii- 
tution. Yet under the Emperors Confian- 
tius J The'odofius and Valentine the fame 
cruel diverfions began to revive) till a final 
flop was put to them by the Ernperor Hono- 
rius in the 4th century. A third proof of the 
advantages and bleffings for which the world 
Hands indebted to chrifiianity. 


the people become f21miliarifed with blood. Whut a 
dreadful example we have of it before our eyes in 
France! One of the firft prohibitions in the decalogue is 
againft murder. Cf'hou }bait not kill. The Jews were 
pofitively forbid to touch blood. One motive for it was 
undoubtedly to make them refpeét the lives of their 
fellow -creatu res. 


AR TICLE 
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ARTICLE IV. 


The flagrant extortion if UJurers among the 
Greells and R017zans. 


He who only exa8ed 12 per cent for t
e 
yearly intereft of a rum lent was efieemed a 
very haneft man in the eyes of the Romans. 
Yet nothing was more common, and even au- 
thorifed) than cent. per cent. (centefinza) 
payable every month. cc At firft" fays Taci- 
tus, U it was ordained by the laws of the 
cr twelve tables that no man Ihould take 
cr higher intereft than twelve in the hundred) 
Ie when befole it was exaaed at the pleafure 
Ie of the rich*." But when it related to the 
neceffary articles of life) the cafe of the unfor- 
tunate debtor was {tiB more deplorable) as it 
obliged hiln at the end of the year to return 
balfthe quantity more than he had received) 
,vhich among the Romans was called Sifqui- 
alt1
a. For example. The man who borrowed 
a bufhel of corn) ,vas obliged to return one 
aud a balf. U fury however \vas much more 
I oppreffive alDong the Greeks) becaufe they 


* Tranflated by Gordon, Vol. 2. B. 2. p. 35 8 , &c. 
had 
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},ad no fixed rate for the intereft of money. 
The will and pleafure of the lender deter- 
mined it. And thus it was ordained by tbe 
wife SC'Ion s the Athenian ]eginator. 
The twelve per cent, as Livy relates) be- 
gan with the Ronlan republics and though 
many laws were made to reduce its it thus con- 
tinued to the defiru&ion of ,-he empire. For 
as Tacitus informs us that among the fena.. 
tors, of this fault not a foul was guiltlefs * ; 
fo the Qfurers. ,vho were very numerous, and 
no ways apprebenfive of the laws) were not 
content with fo trifling a profit. Wherefore 
they contrived matters in fueh a manneli as to 
double their capitals in two or three years 
time, and often in lefs. 1'hat we may judge 
of the evils which there exceffive ufuries oc- 
cafioned) ,ve need only appeal to 
he above- 
- mentioned Tacitus. cc Vrury," fays he. cc was 
cc in truth an hlveterate evil in Rome, and 
(( the eternal canfe of ci viI difcord and fedi- 
c
 tions t." 
To give a finiíhing defcription of the f1a
 
grant extortion of the ufurers, we-: may ob. 
fer\'e tbat among the Greeks and Romans the 


* Vol. 2. B. z. p, 358, &c. 

 Ar na1 . vol. 2. p. 149. 


credi tors 
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creditors were impowered by the laws to fell 
their debtors for fIaves, and even to put them 
to death in failure of payment at the Rated 
time. If If the debtor" (fays the 6th art. of 
the laws of the t\velve tables) cc be infolvent 
Cf to feveral creditors) let his body be cut in 
Ie pieces on the third market day. I t may 
n be * cu
 into more or fewer pie
es with im- 
(( punity
 OrJ if his creditors confent to it. 
II let him be rolet to foreigners beyond the 
cc Tiber t. '. The la,vs permitted alfo the ufe 
of chains) not exceeqing :t: fifteen pouncja 
weight. It was a curious law indeed which 
was to prohibit creditors to crufu their deb- 
tOTS under the weight of chains! 


.. Some modern critics have maintained that this law 
on1y permitted the creditors to divide amongft them the 
property, not the limbs of the åebtor. For tr.e bonor of 
human nature we willi it was {o. But the words of the 
Jaw are precife, and it was thus underftood by the Ro.. 
man writers themfe1ves. 
+ Hooke's Rom. Hift. vol. z. p. 319- 
i Tlö1is was one of the laws enaéted by the Decem virs. 
partly with a view to mitigate the ancient laws again
 
debtors. Hence we may judge how fevere they In\Jft 
lUl\ e been under the fané1ion of thofe laws. Creditors 

reated their debtors with [uch barbarity that it excitEd 
,
 general in(urreétion of the plebeians againfi the great 
and opulent. (See Livy, Decade I.) 


Credi tors 
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Creditors were alfo authorized to feize 
the corpfe of a debtor, and prevent its "* bu- 
rial, \vhich, according to the idea of the Pa- 
gans) was the greate n infamy, and the moll 
:fìgnal misfortune that could befal the m. 
I u Tho[e who negIeél:ed on tne í1:rand remain, 
H Are all a wretched, poor, unburied train." t 
I 
Livy) who in Ceveral parts of bis hina- 
ry makes mention of the difiurbances which 
this grievous evil occafioned in the Rate, re- 
lates feveral precautions that were taken 
from time to time to remedy it, by drawing 
money from the public fundf\ to pay the debts 
of thofe who were difireffed by the uCurers. 
He neverthe1efs fpeaks not of any punifhment 
denounced againft them, or of any penalty 
they ,vere fubjeaed to for this infamous 
traffi c.. 
Al!nong Chrifiians the civil law condemns 
ufurers to fines and diverfe other penalties. 
The ecclefiafiical ]a\\7 deprives them) among 
other puni{hlnents) of chriClian burial 1. l'he 
Pagans can icd on the trade of ufllry as pub- 
licly as if it had been the mofllegal and in- 


* The fame law cxiR:s amongfi us; but we do not affix 
t
l(, fame confeql1cnces (0 it after death. 
t 'Yharton's Virgil. 
:;. See Burn's Ecclef. Law 
 Art. Ufurr. 


nocent 



( 47 ) 


nocent of profeffions. Among Chriilians the 
ufurer difgui[es himfelf, and hides his head 
that he may efcape the merited cenfure of 
mankind) and the rigour of the laws. 
This is a fourth proof of the bleffings and 
advantages which fociety has derived fforn 
the efiablifhment of Chriftianity. 


ARTICLE V
 


The continual JÙbver:fion oJ their flates J and aJfà:f- 
fination oJ their princes. 


If vve dive into tbe annals of the ,vorld
 
and attentively confider the various fhocks 
and revolutions which the different Rates of 
the uñiverCe have fufiained, we fi1all plainly 
perceive that it is fince the efiablifhment of 
Chrifiianity only that fuch dreadful
 and ca... 
lamitous fcenes are become lefs írequent. 
Let us) for example, take a {hort view of the 
Roman empire. From the day that Rome 
,vas founded by R001Ulus) to the p
riod 
wherein it became Chritlian under the empe- 
Tor Confiantine, that is nead y for the [pace 
of one thoufand y
afs, what a [eries of trou- 
ble
J ,vhat reditions
 what maffacres and mur- 
ders occur! This famous city ,vas at fir{l go- 
verned 



[ 4 8 ] 


. . 


verned by feven kings. Of there feven king
, 
three were maffacred, and the fourth de- 
throned, and profcribed. Upon the ruins of 
monarchy, a republic was efiablifued. This 
form of gov.ernment fcarcely exiß:ed twenty 
years, when 
there arore a rnifunderftanding 
between the nobility and the people. The 
latter retired in a tumultuous manner from 
the capital, and ravaged the country. In 
confequence of which the former were obliged 
to fubmit to their terms, and to agree to the 
creation of two magiftrates
 by name of Tri- 
bunes; who, under the fpecious pretext of 
proteaing the people from the oppreffions of 
the great, perpetually fonlented and kept up 
a conftant divifion between both parties. 
This fpirit of faaion operated t.o \'iolently 
on the minds of the people, that during three 
whole cen turies and upwards the Hate was 
convulfed by confiant broils and feditions. 
The evil fiill increa[ed. infomuch that at the 
time of the Gracchi, Rome refembled a field 
of battle, where the citizens cut and hacked 
each other to pieces without any regard to the 
ties of blood or friendfuip with as much vi- 
rulence and animofity as againft the motl in- 
veterate enemv. 
- 


About 
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About fifty years after this period) the 
faBle fury and rancour \vas rekindled by the 
civil ''lairs of Marius and Sylla, in confe- 
quence of \vhich Rome, Italy, Greece) and 
Spain overflowed with ROlTIan blood. N ei- 
ther birth, dignity, or alliance could cfcape 
the reciprocal profcriptions of the contending 
parties. Scarcely was there a fanlily to b
 
feen which had not its particular lTIourning j 
and thofe very infignia of grief and \voe 
added frcfh fuel to 111inds heated with ran- 
cour and revenge. To this fad period fuc- 
ceeded a long [eries of civil wars. Fifteen 
months after the death of Sylla, Cataline C011- 
fpired againll his country, ånd died with his 
fword in his hand. Cefar, a fe\v years after- 
wards, adopted the fanle proje8; w hO J for 
the misfortune of his country, being a man 

f greater abilities, overthre\v the republic; 
made hinlfelf matter of the whole empire; 
and, after five years fpent in civil di [cord, 
was a{1'affinated in the very fenate-houfe by 
his borom-friend Brutus. HÍs death gave 
rife to fartber feuds and broils \vhich revived 
all the horrors of civil ,var occafioned by 
11arius and Sylla. This \vas the fanlous tri- 
ulnvirate of OElavius) Anthony and Lepidus. 
The former having got the afcendant, Ron1e
 
H by 
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by his ,viCe adn1inifiration, once more reco- 
vered fronI its former calamities. This pe- 
riod of tranquillity neverthelefs \vas of {hort 
duration, being foon aftcr overwhelmed by 
the vices of the inhuman and profligate Tibe- 
Tius, Caligulå and Nero. At the death of 
this laft Inonfier, the civil wars recomn1enced 
under Otho) Galba, and "itellius. " efpa- 
fian happily re!tored tranquillity) and reigned 
alone. Froln this period to that of Confian- 
tine, that is for the fpace of two hundred and 
fixty years) we 111ay remark the civil ,\'ars of 
Camus under l\1arcus Aurelius) of Didius 
J ulianus, of Niger, of Albinus under Septi- 
B1US Severus, and of Maxinlin \vho dethroned 
Alexanùer. The Gordians and the Philips 
died by the hands of their own foldiers. The 
fþirit of fedition continued under the Elnpe- 
Tors Florianus, Probus, Carus and Numerian. 
It was blood alone that could decide the fate 
of the \\701Id. We may look ho\vever upon 
thofe civil \vars as the lan, which were \vaged 
bet\\Teen 
onfiantine and !\-1axentiu
, and after- 
\vards between the forn1er and Licinius, at 
wh
e..:h period chrifiianity began to get the 
a[cendant. Thus it appears that of the feven 
 
kings of Rome. three were maffacred) and one 
dethroned. Of the twelve Cefars, there were 
only 
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only three or four who died of natural dcath
'. 
Of .forty Emperors, fronl the tin1e of Don1Ï- 
tian to Conftanti ne the Great) lnore than one 
half of them perilhcd by tbe hands of their 
rebellious fubjeEts. If 1'ron1 thè Ronlans \\le 
pars to the Greeks) we find the faBle fpirit of 
[edition and maffacre. The whul
 fanlily and 
defcendants of Alexander the Great caille to 
an un t i me 1 yen d. 1\ 1 0 it 0 f the k i 11 g S 0 f S y ria 
died either by poiron. or the fword. Of 
eighteen princes, from Seleucus the fi rIl to 
Demetrius the Iafi of the name) ten at leaft 
perifhed by rebellious hands. rrhe I.Jagides 
in Egypt afford as (hocking in!lances in that 
refpea as the fúcceITors of Seleucus in Syria. 
If from the Greeks we take a furvey of 
the Arabs, the falTIe bloody [cenes occur. 
Omar) r\l1i, Moavi, Othman, I-i uffan, Ibra- 
hiln were all afTaffinated within the year. 
During this melancholy period what deeds of 
opprefiìon, tredchery J and rna{façre were per- 
petrated! 110tkar alone boafled'" that he had 
put fifty thoufand Ornn1iades to death; and 
Abdallah I\1ahomft the firfi Calif of the 
.l\haffides) calJeJ himfelf SafJåh) that is the 
Dcjlro}er) on account of the horrible ulaffa- 
ere which) by his order) was comlnitted on 
11 2 the 


. 
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the princes of the Omrniades, and their ad- 
herents throughout the \vhole enlpire. 
In finc, one age of paganilin prefents in- 
finitcly mar e exalnples of there enOrlTIOUS 
crimes than are to be found in all the chrif- 
tian Inonarchies put together during fifteen 
centuries. If the paffions and vices incident 
to human nature, VvhlCh the chriflian religion 
condemns, but which fhe has not always the 
po\v
r to refirain, have caufed fneh 111clan.. 
choly feelle.
 from time to tiDle, what are they 
in c0111parifon to the perpetual feuds, broils
 
I 
feditions, and 111affacres which deiolated the 
æra of pagani{ì11? I t is therefore an incon- 
teRable Faa that, \rcre it in this point of view 
only, the efLlblilhnlcnt of chrifiianity has 
been an invaluable blcffing to the ,vorld. 
U 'rhanks to the gofpel," fays !vI. nergier J 
cc \\'e {hall never again * fee a Paulus Emi- 
(C lills.defiroy in one fingle province feventy 
(C towns, and put in chains one hundred and 
(( fifty thoufand citizens. \Ve fhall neveragain 
H hear a furiùus Cato concluding his ha- 


* fIe little fufrcé1cd at the time he wrote that his 
countr_' men would turn their backs lIporl the gofpel to 
which tt:cy "
re indebteJ for the mildners of their 
m.lnncrs. .H:l \'ing di[card ed it, d:ey arc [aIling faft into 
tte fame exceffes as t
1C ancíent Pa2"ans. 
o 


(( 
angues 
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( rangues in the Senate with there 'words of a 
(( madman: delenda eft Carthago; Carthage 'lJll!fl 
(e be deflro)'ed. \Ve !hall no Inore brag of the 
(( exploits of a Scipio Africanlls, whore I age 
cc could not be fatisfied with any thing lefs 
(( than the burning of that unhappy city. "r e 
(( {hall never again !land in fear of a brutal 
(( l\l11mmius facking, deftroying, and burning 
Ie the molt beautiful city in Greece, becaufe 
cc its glory eclipfcd Ron1e j or of punifhing 
U thou rands of innocent pear Ie for the n1ad- 
cc ners of two or three feditious perfvns. If 
(( the laft * war, in which all Europe was co- 
er gaged, had been carried on by [uch he! oes 
U as therc, Gen:nany at this day had been no... 
U thing but a frightful deferlt." 


Jt He means tIle fe\'cn } ears war. 
t Deifm {elf-refuted, yol. 2. p. 13 0 . 


ARTICLiL 
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ARTICLE VI. 


The ./hocking extravagance oJ ldolt!try. 
The firft and moIl refpeRable Deity among 
the heathens ,vas J ùpiter, w
oJ according to 
their mythology, is reprefented as guilty of 
ince!l and adultery, a parricide, a reducer and 
clebaucher of female virtue. I-Ie dethroned 
his father Saturn. He married his filler J u- 
no; had like\vife feveralother \vives, and a 
prodigious number of children by his gallan- 
tries. He transformed himfelf into a fatyr 
to po{fc[s Antiope j into a bull to carry off 
Europa j into a [,van to debauch Leda; into 
a golden fllower to corrupt Danae, and into 
divers other fhapes to fatisfy his paffions." 
U Ancient paganifm," fays Rouffeau, cc brought 
(( forth mofi abominable gods, who would have 
"been punifiled here below as villains; ar:d 
Ie who held forth, as a piélure of fupreme hap- 
Ia( pinefs, nothing"but the comrniffion of crinles) 
"and the gratification of the paffions*." 
Jupiter had Bacchus by Semele; PalIas by 
'rhetis; Diana and Apona by Latona, and 
"W3S the fuppofed father of l'\tlercury, and many 
other fuch Gods. To the queen of heaven 
(Juno) they attributrd all thofe evil qualities 
'.vhich charaElerize bad ,varnen. 11ars ,vas 


* E . 1 ... n 
..ill! e J t. Ill. p. gö. 


choleric 
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choleric and vindiai\ye) ever delighting in 
blood and carnage. Venus \vas the objeEt 
of itnpure Jove) the patronefs of profiitution. 
Apollo) according to their fables, was expel- 
led heaven for nlurder and fedition; Diana 
,vas honored with human facrifices. The 
other DeÌlies were of the fame complexion; 
and be it obrerved) that the Pagans never at- 
tributed any virtuous aaion to the infamous 
objeEls of their VO\VS and adorations. 
To this horrid piaure ,ve may add alfo a . 
multitude of ridiculous Deities) fuch ;s the 
Gods of the Egyptians, the Phenicians, the 
Babylonians) &c. Though the nlanner in 
which the Pagan Deities ,
ere \vorfhipped 
perrealy coincided with their charaS:ers, yet 
it will be better to avoid entering into a de- 
tail of their myfterious rites) and forbear to 
uJ1veil the abominable ceremonies of their 
feaRs in honor of the Bona Dea) of Bacchus. 
of Cere
) &c.. '* Clem
ns of Alexandria) an 
ancient and learned Father of the Cl1l1rch. 
once a Pagan himfelf, conrequently ,veIl in- 
formed on the fllbje8:, treats it at large \\YÎth 
a view of expofing and confounding the folly 
and abomination of their worfhip. To re1ate 


* He renounced the errors of paganifm in the ye
r 
19 0 . The works which he has left behind him" 2rc 
greatly commended for their eruditioD. 


'W ]1 a t 
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,vhat he fays on the fubjeEt ,vould only offend 
againfl decency, and give fcandal without 
neceffity. 
Such then were the Gods mankind adored. 
and fuch the [nodes of religious w'orll1ip which 
engaged the attention of the whole world. 
(the J ew's excepted; who howev(:r often fell 
into the rarne extravagances) before the æra 
of chriR:ianity. There diforders. which it is 
impoffible to caU E1 quefiion, did not 
ceafe tiB the preaching of the gorpet I-Iad 
it not been for the rational do&rines it incul- 
cates, they would fiill exift. Ie It is the g0f- 
U pel," fays M. Bergier, U that threw down all 
cr the Gods one after another j that diffipated 
Ie the dread that p
ople every 'v here had of 
(C thofe imaginary beings j that fuppreffed 
(( the execrable cufion1 of appeafing them by 
I( hUlnan facrifices, by the combats of G ]adia- 
(e tors, and by the blood of their own chil- 
(( dren. It is the gofpel that hath every where 
(( brought the oracles, forcery) and every 
If kind of divination into difrepute. to the 
C( great mortification and afioniíhment of phi- 
U fophy, \vhich took them under its protec- 
If tÎon." U It hath" as 1. 1. Rou{feau hilllfe]f 
confe{fes, U fuppreffed, or foftened f]avery. 
" harmonized nations J lightened the bonds of 
(( fociety" 
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tc fociety, and rendered governnlents lefs fan- 
(C guinary. It hath retrenched the licentious 
èc devotions) more dear to the idolaters than 
(( the gods themfelves; fefi.ivals only fit to 
I'C dell:roy ''lith impunity the obligations of 
(C marriage) and to degrade humanity* ." 
If paganirln however fupported itfelf for 
fome time after the preaching of the gofpeJ
 
it was by means only of the liberties which it 
allowed to its profe{fors. Thore, who can 
reÐea, nlUn be furprifed that the world could 
fi) long be led afiray by the abru rdity) folly. 
and extravagance of fuch a fyficm. But ho\V' 
much more Inufl ''Ie be afioniíhed that a reli- 
gion of fuch benevolence) a religion which 
enforces every facial duty, as chrifiianity evi- 
dently does, fhould be fo virulently attacked 
by fo many modern ,vriters, Some thro\V' 

heir envenomed fuafts againfi it in the moft 
open and indecent manner. Others, nlore 
fubtle. make their attack in an underhand 
· and difguifcd method. Let it hO\\7ever be 
obferved that none have even the charms of 
novelty, for not one objeaion) which they 
fiart againfi the chrill:ian religion, is of their 
own growth. They are the hackneyed argu- 


* Deifm felf-refuted, vot. I. p. 62, 63. 
I 


ments 
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n1ents only of prior fceptics, ,vhich have been 
refuted over and over again. OUf aftonifu: 
ment however \vill ceafe when \ve reflett that 
the chrifiian religion is the declared enemy 
of every unruly paffion; and that it is the 
'II 
corruption of the heart, and the pride of the 
mind ,vhich caufe men to rebel againft it, 
. and make thelTI overlook) and be infenfible to 
thofc fignal advantages which have undoubt- 
edly accrped to foci
ty by the eftabIifument 
of it. 


The ./uþerexcellence of tILe ClLriflian Code, with 
a ßzort fletch of its divine Founder. 


Let us fuppofe a fyftem of philofophy) 
'\ì hich) by its admirable maxims, would both 
enlighten the underfiandin[) inßil into the 
human mind the pureft notions of equity and 
jufiice, and condutt nlen into the paths of 
virtue and \vifdom; would not fuch a fyfiem 
be the objea of their veneration and efieem
 
particularly if it tended to eradicate thofe 
detefiable vices, thofe barbarous and un-na- 
tural cufioms, fuch as helve been defcribed 
above, and caufe them to be fuperfeded by 
humanity) temperance, and the praaice of 
every moral virtue; if it l.ekindled in the 
hearts 
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hearts of l11en thofe innate principles which 

he la\v of nature has engraved therein, \vould 
not fuch a fyftenJ, once more let it be repeated, 
b
 defervedly the objeR of our veneration 
ana refpetl? The chrifiian religion teaches 
U
 this anJiable philofophy; and it is by the 
e1tabl1thment of it alone that there bleffing
 
and aavantages hdve accrued to fociety. 
\V t:rt: other proûfs wanting to eitablilh the 
faa) we might abide by the ùpinion of J. J. 
Rou{feau. cc The gofpe], fays he, U has 

( brought about the moft happy revolution. 
(( It has caft down idolatry 
ith all its extra- 
cc vagances, all the abominations and cruelties 
cc that orIginated in it. It has either fuppref- 
ce fed, or {oftened fIaverYJ and given to the 
cc manners of nations a nlildne{s and huma- 
n nity which letters could never have commu- 
cc nicated to them. It has rendered the diffe. 
cc rent forms of government more nloderate 
cc and lefs fangl1inary, and by thqt means lefs 
cc tottering and l
{s expofed to revolu tions :- 
cc it has provided for the fecuritj of maRers.. 
U and the happinefs of fubjeéls*. Undoubt- 
(f cdly our nlodern governments are indebted 
U to chriUianity for their more folid authority 


* Emile, t. iii. p. 18 5. 
1 2 


ard 
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" and "their lefs frequent revolutions. It hath 
cc rendered them lefs fanguinary j this is 
" proved by faEts 
.vhen we compare them with 
U the ancient governments. Religion better 
(&' _underfiood by keeping off fanaticifm hath 
u ïntroduced Inore mildnefs into chriClian 
u manners. 1'his alteration is not the effett 
c', of letters; for wherever they flourifhed J 
u hun1anity was not a jot the more refpeBed; 
U cruelties cOlnmitted in i\thens J in Egypt. 
U and- by the ROlDan emperors, and the Chi- 
C&' nefe atteft this. \Vhat works of l11èrcy are 
cc the effeEts of the gofpel! \Vhat l'efiitutions 2 
",,,hat reparations for injuries done doth not 
Cf confeffion effe8: among the cathólics! What 
rc reconciliations, ,vhat alms doth not an ap- 
cc proaching time of communion produce a- 
ce mongft us! How much did the jubilee a- 
n mongft. the Hebrews lelTen the greedinef& 
cc of the ufurpers of other's lands!" (ibid.) 
The prefident Montefquieu, \vho valued 
himfelf m uch upon his profound reafoning
 
and \vho was equal1y free in declaring his opi- 
nions as J. .J. Rou{feau J had alfo the moft ex- 

lted idea of the advantages which [ociety de- 
fives fronl the efiablifhment of the chr jfiian 
religion. c, \Vhile the Mahometan princes)" 
fays þe, u i1re cantinqally ordering others to 
. þ
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(c be "1 put to death, and are put to death them- 
(C [elves, religion among chrifiians makes prin- 
(( ce
 lees apprehenfive) and conrequent1y lefs 
U cruel. The prince relies on his fubjeas
 
(( and the [ubjetls on the prince. ,V onder- 
ce ful! the chrifiian religion, ,\'hich feerns to 
" have no other objeét than the happinets of a 
(( life to corne, conUitutes nloreover our hap- 
II pinefs in this. I t is the chrillian religion
 
cr whicil J notwithHanding the extent of the 
u en1pl re and the v ice of the climate) hath 
" hindered deJpotifm fToln getllng foot in 
U Ethiopia) and hath introduced into the 

c midit of Africa the 11lannelS of Europe) and 
fC its laws. Let us on one hand place before 
Cc aUI eyes the continual rnaßacres of the 
fC kings and leaders of both Greeks and Ro- 
cc mans; and ou the other the defiruèlion of 
Ie towns by 1 aders of the fan1e Halnp) Thimur 
cc and Gen 
lfken who laid waile Alia) and we 
U Ihall íee (hat it is to chrifiianity we are in
 
(( delHed both for a fixed political law in go- 
cc vernn1el1t) and a fixed law of nations in 
cc war) which hUfi1an nature cannot fufficientJ " 
U acknowlcdge*." 


IIfo Spirit of the Laws, 1. 24
 c, 3. 


Such 
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Such are tne bIeffings ,vhich fociety has 
received from the precepts of the gofpel. 
'Vhat idea then can we form of the code 
,vhich inculcates them) and of the legiflator 
from whence they originated? The beau- 

iful period of Rou{feau on the fubjea will de- 
cide the quefiion. U I acknowledge/
 fays he, 
Ie that the majefiy of the fcripture ftrikes me 
'c \vith adrniration; the fan&ity of the gafpel 
U fpeaks to my heart. Perufe the wor ks of 
n all the philofophers \vith all their porn p of 
cc dia
on: how pitiful are they in comparifon 
(( of the gofpe1. Is it poffible, that he whore 
U hiO:ory it gives liS) filould be no more than a 

{ mere man? Is the tone he makes ufe of that 

( of an enthufiaft, or an ambitious fe8ary? 
(C \Vþat fweetncfs! 'Vhat purity in his nlan- 
C( ners! 'Vhat an affet1ing gracefulnefs in his 
cc manner of infiruRing! What elevation in 
C C his fllaxims! \Vhat profound wifdom in . his 
cc difcourfes! 'Vhat prefcnce of Inind, \vhat 
<c fubtilty
 what cxaEìncfs in his replies! vVhat 
U a comnland over his paffions! _ \Tvhere is the 
n man, \vhere is the fage, who can a8, fuffer 
U and die, without \veakners, and \vithout 
u ofientation! 'Vhcn Plato defcribes his irna- 
cc ginary good ?naJl j covered with all that is op- 
H pr9brioas in guilt, yet meriting all the re- 
f( ,yards 
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ce wards of virtue) he gives us a pi&ure of .le- 
u [us Chrift; the refemblance of which ,vas [0 
(( firiking, that all the Fathers perceived it. 
U and it is real1y impoffible to be deceived 
cc therein. \Vhat prepoffeffion J \vhat blind- 
(( nefs muCl it be to dare to compare the fon 
cc of Sophronifcus to the ron of Mary! What 
Cc a difl:ance between the one and the other! 
cc Socrates dying without pain, without igno- 
cc rniny) eafìly fupports l1Ïs chara8:er to the 
cc laft; and if this, fo eafy a death, had not 
U done honor to his life. it might have' been 
cc doubted, w'hether Socrat
s vvith all his 
"[enre. had been any thing more than a fa- 
ce phift. I-Ie invented, it is faid, the fyfiem of 
cc n1orals. Others before him) had put thern in 
cc praaice. lIe only [aid what they had done. 
ce and reduced their examples to lerrons. _
_ 
f,' riftides had been j uft, before Socrates bad 
(C defined what j u fiice ,vas; Leonidas had 
cc died for his country. before Socrates had 
cc made the love of our country a duty. Sparta 
cc had been fober, before Socrates had rc- 
" commended [obriety; Greece had abound- 
'c ed in virtuous men, before he had defined 
H \'irtue. But 'where had J erus learned a- 
ce mong bis countrymen that fublime and pure 

c moralitv) of \vhich l1C alone has uiven us 

 0 


C& fuch 
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ÆC leffons J and [uch examples? The mofi fub.. 
ee lime wifdom made itfelf feared in the very 
cc bofom of the moR furious fanaticifm J and the 
C( fimp1icity of the mon: heroic virtues did ho- 
" nor to the vileß: people on earth. The 
ce death of Socrates philofophizing at his eafe 
Ie among his friends, is the f weetefi death one 
cc could defire; that of J efus expiring in tor- 
ee nlents) abùfed, fcoffed at, curfed by a vV'hole. 
cc people, is the n10R horrible that can be 
cc dreaded. Socrates receiving the empoi- 
ce foned cup, blc{fes the man 'v ho prefcnts it) 
C( and v

eeps. .J efus, in the midil of tbe exe- 
cc cution of a frightful punifhment, prays for 
U hi I) rnercilefs executioners. Yes, if the life 
éc and death of Socrates are thofe of a [age) 
cc the life and death of .J erus are thofe of a 
cc God. Shall \\'C fay, the bifiary of the gor- 
(e pel is a mere fiRian? It hath nothing like a 
" fiaion in it; and the fa8s regarding Socra- 
&( tes) ,vhich no one calls in qllefiion, are not 
'c fo ",rell atteRed as. thore regarding J erus 
4C Chrifi. To fuppore the gorpel a fiaion is 
Ie only ihifting the difficulty a little, without 
U removing it. I t is lTIOre inconceivable that 
(( feveral perfons íhou]d by agreement forge 
cc fuch a book, than it is) that one perfon alone 

'fhould furnill1 the fubjeEt of it. Never 
could 
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If could any J ewifh authors have found out 
II fuch a nlanner of [peaking, or fuch morà- 
u lity j and the garpel hath [uch charaaers 
" of truth, [0 grand, fo firiking, fa perfealy 
U inimitable, that the inventor of fuch a 
(C hifiory would be a greater objea of ,von- 
U cler than the hero himfelf*." 
11. de Voltaire ho\vever differs in opinion 
ffOOl Rou{feau. Thus ,ve fee that Dloderll 
philorophers are not nlore uniform in their 
fentilnents than thore of antiquity. fIe main- 
tains that the rnorality \vhich the chrifiian re- 
ligion inculcates is not only urelefs, but per- 
nicious. I t is in a word the [ource from 
whence all the evils which mankind experi- 
ence originates. He offers indeed no proofs 
as ufual. According to him. nlorality ,vas 
know:) and put in pra8ice before the days of 
J erus Chrifi. (( It was," fays he) (C every 
n where inculcated by the philofophers. A- 
ce mong the pagans there were more real vir- 
U tues than among the chriftians t." 
No body will difpute that anlongfl the 
pagans there were many perfons refpe8able 
for their virtues. Hi(tory affords many great 


* Emile, t. iii. p. 165_ 
t Chrifi:. defcrib. p. 139- 
K 
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exall1ples of j uftice, patriotifm, continence, 
&c. &c. But J. J. Rou{feau ,viII not allo," 
that the beautiful fyfiem of morality that is to 
be found in our books, íhould be ÎJnputed to 
the progrers of philofophy. (C 1\1oralitYJ" fays 
he, ({ is tak
n from the gorpel, and \vas chrif- 
U' tian before it was philofophical. The chrif- 
cc tians taught it I confers without praEtifing 
U it. But \vhat do the philofophers more, ex- 
" cept that of bellowing on thelnfelves a world 
cc of encorniums on this account, which, as 
cc they are repeated by no body eIre, in Iny 
H opinion prove but little. The precepts of 
(C Plato are often very fublime, but ho\v ffe- 
U quent1y is he mifiaken? and to what firange 
U lengths do bis errors carry hill1? As to 
U Cicero) it can hardly be believed that rhe- 
· U torician could have ever given the world 
(( his offices, had he not borrowed from Plato. 
(( The gofpel alone is, with regard to m.ora- 
(( lity, always certain, always true, always fing'lt- 
(( lar) and always conJiflent with itfelf*..." 
The force of truth having extorted ruch 
an ample confeffion in favor of chriftian mo- 
rality
 and of its divin
 Founder, let us pro- 
ceed to make a few reijeaions on the efia- 
bli{hment of that fyfiem. 


* 3d Letter from the Mountains, N. p. 65. 


The 



[ 67 ] 


The efiablifhment of chrifiianity is one of 
thofe prodigies ,vhich the event alone can ve- 
rify. 1'he gre
tncfs of the enterprife, and 
the fl
eble means to c{-fca it, fcerned to render 
its fuccefs inlpoffi b] e. The fu rpri fì ng pro- 
grefs however which it made, in fpite of al.. 
n1o{t in[urmountable obfiacles, mù Il n like 
evelY n1an of the Jean: ) ef1e8ion with wonder 
and afioniIhment. It e\'ident1y marks the in- 
terpofition of a fuperior power. ()n no other 
grounds can it poHìbly be accounted for. Let 
us [eriou{]y confider wbat was the objeB: of 
the undertaking. It was, in the firfi place, to 
convince men, who thought then1relves fupe- 
riourly wife, that they were blinded by igno- 
rance, and tniíled by folly: it ,vas to perru
de 
them to relinquilh the religions of their ancef- 
tors, which were cOlnn1odious and p]eafìng j 
religions which in no refpe8. cramped their 
paffions, to embrace one that combated, and 
denounced ,var againfi them ail: to propofe 
to their a{fent the n10ít incomprehenfible 
doElrines, as the maR infontefiablc truths, 
and i"uch as were in their confequences of the 
n1o{l alarrning nature: to caufe lhefe doc- 
trines to be received by a people, 'Who ,vere 
averfe to all manner of confiraint or trouhle . 
in thinking: to prevail upon them to abolifl1 
K 2 their 
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their ancient forms of ,voríhipJ \vhich ages 
had rendered refpeEtable in their eyes: to 
make them demoliill their temples, which had 
been confiruaed by public authority, and by 
the zeal and n1unificence of their princes: to 
induce th
m to pull down their idols, which 
they had been accuílomed to look up to with 
reverence and rerpett : finallYJ to change their 
ideas fa compleatly, as to Inake them look 
upon all their ancient praRices as fuperfii- 
lious J impious and extravagant! Such \\Tas 
the undertaking, fuch the revolution to be 
eífe8ed upon the minds of Inen! And \vho 
are they, who were deputed to bring about 
this aftonifhing revolution? Twelve poor, 
weak, ignorant) illiterate men; men \vho were 
deHitute of all \vorldly help, fuccour or fup- 
port. 1'hefe \vere the men who were to open 
the eyes of the fuperfiitious, reclainl the de- 
bauchee, infiil hun1ility into the 11linds of 
proud philofophers, gain attention and refpeft 
from the princes of the earth, cau re the an- 
cient religions to be profcribed J and that of a 
1\1an, lately condcinned to an ignominious 
death in ]erura}ern, to be received in their 
fiead! 
"That meafurcs did they take to effeCt 
this furprifìng and arduous' revolution? In 
the 



[ 69 ] 


the Eríl place, they aflQniIh the world with 
their manifold virtues; virtues th
 mon fu- 
blime, the moO: heroic, the mo!l pure; ruch 
as were fearcely known J much lefs praaifed ; 
virtues fo fubl ime) [0 e xcelleot) t hat they 
feenled almoft beyond the reach of man. 
They more\)ver put in praaice all thcre admi- 
rable leIfons which they had been taught by 
their great Mafier. What recompence, what 
return do they reek for their rain
 and labour? 
The conrolation and hapri,)e[s only of im- 
parting thofe bleffings to theIr fellow crea- 
tures They covet nothing this world afFords. 
To enlighten and nleliorate the hearts of Inen. 
to devote themfelves entire)y to the good and 
welfare of their neighbour, even at the rißÇ. 
of their lives, is the fummit of all their anl- 
bition. 
In the mean tirne hO\'1 \vere there apoll:o- 
Heal men recei ved, and what \\Tas the f ucce(c; 
which attended their labours? It \vas fnch a
 
m
ght be expeElcd from men who were rent by .. 
Cod, and filled with his holy Spirit j by men 
'\\' ho v. ere fn perior to all fear, and to every 
'\\'o11d1y confidcration whatever. 
'Tuey dirpeí
re; and each of them, in the 
country which is affigned to him, announces 
the religion of ]cfus ChriU. In a fllort time 
his 


. 
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his holy name refounds throughout the \vhole 
Roman etnpire J and even * beyond it, for it 
D1ay be proved by authentic documents that 
'there was [carcely any part of the then known 
globe where it ,vas not announced, even .in. 
the days of the apofiles. Pliny, the younger, 
governor of Bithynia under the em peror Tra- 
jail) gi yes the moft aOlple tefiimony of its pro- 
grer:
 in the R0111an empire. He informs the 

mperor by letter that C( the chriftians not 
IC only fill the cities, but the villages and 
"fields. The chrifiian religion has been em- 


.. Juftin Martyr, is fevereIy cenfured by the author of 
the Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire, for faying 
that the chrifiian religion was fpread throughout the 
world. But how could a w ri ter of filch taile and lea rn- 
ing take a figurative expreffion literally? Everyone 
knows that this phrafe fignifies no more than that it was 
!Widely diffufed. It is generally underfiood fo without 
anyab[urdity. !vI. de \T oltaire h'5.been already told fo, 
when he ridiculed IIerodotus for relating that Sefoíh
s 
went out of Egypt to conquer the whole world. "Now 
" the dcfign," fays he, "of conquering the rz.vhole world 
" is one of Pierocole's projeé1s in Rabelas j" or, as we 
may far 
 one of l\10ther Goofe"s tales. Indeed he him- 
fe!f has taken it in that limi teã fenfe, when it fuitei his 
Furpofe. Ia fpeaking of the difciples ()f Mahomet, he 
fa)'s that H after their firft viétorr, they fought to con- 
" quer the world. But to conquer the world, is to con- 
.., qucr the neighbouring provinces." (Univerfal Hifiory.) 
U braced 
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CC braced by a very great number of people of 
(( all ages and dcgrees
 and that the t2mples 
cc have been almoft dererted *." Such was the 
account tranrmitted by a pagan magifirate
 
who lived at the beginning of the [econd cen- 
tury of the chriilian æra. 
No .author however more minutely de- 
fcribes the great increa[e of the chriftians 
than t Tertul1ian, in the noble apology he 
prefented to the renate in their behalf. cc We 
(( are but of yefierday," fays he, Ie yet vve fill 
cc your to\çns, your illaods, your colonies, 
(C &c. If this multitude of fubjeEts was to 
· ec defert you, your empire \vould be depopu- 
(I lated. There would remain with you nlore 
U enemies than citizens. The reafon you 
cc have fewer enemies, is becaufe all the citi- 
cc zens are become cbrifiians !." 
For the purity and innocence of lives of 
the primitive chrifiians, 
Te may appeal alfo to 
the tefiimony of the aboveraid Pliny. U The 


* Lord Orrery's tranflat. of Pliny, y01. 2. p. 4- 28 . 
+ Q..uintus Septimus Tertu!lianus was one of the great- 
eft men that Africa e\ er produced. lIe was the fon of a 
centurior, who \Vas proconfu\ of Africa. Tertl1llian 
li,"ed to a very great age, and died about the Jeat 216 in 
the reign of the emperor Antoninus Caracalla. 
:1: Cap. 37. p. 30. 


Cf apollate 
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cc apoflate chrifiians," he informs us, cc at- 
ec fimed that the rUIn total of their fault, or of 
cc their error, confìfled in a!rembling upon 
cc certain ftated days before it \vas light, to 
cc fing a1tern:itely among themfelves hymns to 
ec Chrifl, as to a God; binding thernfel yes by 
U oath, not to be guilty of any wickedne[s; 
U not to fieal, nor to rob j not to comnlit 
cc adultery, nor break their îaith \vhen plighted, 
cc nor to deny the depofites in their hands, 
c. whenever called upon to Jefiore them. 
cc There ceremonies performed, they ufual1y 
cc departed, and came together agai n to take 
n a repafi, the 111eat of which ,vas innocent, 
(( and eat prornifcuouf1y *." 
" \Vherefore," t [aid Arnobi us, cc do you 
cc burn our books, and demolilh our places of 
cc woríhip ? Therein 

e adore God: therein 
H we offer up our prayers for the peace and 


* \ T 1 .. 
o . u. p. 42j. 
t Arnobius had heen a Pagan philofopher, and pro- 
ferror of rhetoric, at Sicca Venerea, in Africa, about the 
lear 207. He was the mafier of Laétantius; and, after 
his converfion, he wrote feveral traéts againft the Gen- 
tiles. "In one of thefe," be fays, "I lately reverenced, 
u oh blindnefs! ftatues taken from the furnace; gods 
c, hammered upon the anvil. As if they had fecret virtue, 
H I flattered them; I fpoke to them; I made requefis to 

c infenfible Hocks". (Adverfus Gentes, Lib. I.) 
Ie welfare 
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ti welfare of princes and magifirates; fer the 
cc fuccefs of their armies j for our friends, and 
cc for our enetl1ies.- \\T e affift "Tith ül1 our 
Ie power) tbofe who are in penury and diflrefs) 
cc looking upon every nlan as our ncigh- 
ccbour*." 
(( Ye who judge criminals," raid 1'ertul- 
Iian to the fenators of Rome, cc I appeal to 
U your regifiers if a chrifiian is to be found of 
" that nunlber. Thofe who fill your pri fans) 
cc who work in the mines, who are expofed to 
Ie wild beans) are of your own perfualìon. There 
(C is not a chriflian to be found therein, unlefs 
(( it be for his religion. I f for any other 
n caure, he is not a chriflian t." 
! Athauagoras fpoke to the farne effea be- 
* lb. Lib. 4, p. 53. 
+ Apol. cap. ++. p. 3+.- The author of the Decline 
and Fall of the Roman Empire, difcanting upon this 
paffage, fays that "Tertullian with an hond! pride 
H could boaft, that 'Very fl'w chrifiians had fuffered by 
" the hands of the executioner, except on account of 
'" religion." (p. 481.) But TertuUian's words are, 119t 
011e chriflian. f.lemo illic chr!.flinus, nifi pro religione /1Ia. 
The autÌ1@r's trallation therefore is not accurate, and con- 
fcquently the jgnorant reader is il:1pofed upon. 
t He was a pagan philofopher of Athens in the feconJ 
century, and became a convert to chrií1:ianity. He dit: 
tinglliíhed himfelf eminently by his zeal and learning. 
He wrote an apology for the chrii1ians, \\"hich he rr
- 
fented to the Emperor MarCllS Aurelius. 
L fore 
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fore Tertullian. " No chrifiian is wicked 
" unlers he belies his profeffion *:' 
t Minutius Felix expre{fes himfelf after 
the fame manner. "The prifons," fays he, 
cc overflo\
 with your critninals. No chrifiian 
(( is to be found therein,'lf not for his religion. 
Cf -If for any other caufe, he is an apo- 
n nare :1:." 
The reproaches of the Pagan Cæcilius 
(See 11inutius Felix, as above) againft the 
chrifiians l11ake undoubtedly their panegyric. 
(( l\.lways fearful," fays he J (( you deprive your- 
ee fel ves of innocent amufements. You never 
cc frequent the theatres j you affift not at the 
U public feafis j you abhor the offered meats 
, 
(( and the chofen libations of our altars." 
The author of the Decline and Fan of the 
Roman Empire, like Cæcilius, has unwittingly 
it may be fuppofed, made their panegyric, 
,\Then at the fame time he meant to cenfure the 
condu8: of the chrifiians. For we read in 
page 465, that cc the dangerous temptations, 
C( which on every fide lurked in ambufh to 
" furprifc the unguarded believer) atrailed him 


* Legat pro cbriftianis ad Marcum Aurelium. 
t He was a di1l:inguifhed Roman orator. 

 P. 41.. 4Z, De idolorum vanitate.. &c. 


(
 with 
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CC with redoubled violen ce on thofe fo1emn 
't: (feftival) days. So artfLlJ)y were they framed 
cc and difpofed throughout the yea r, that fu- 
e' perftition always wore the appearanle of 
cc pleafure, and often' of virtue. Hence their 
panegyric for abfenting thelnfelves from 
the{
 fefiivals. In a fubrequent pa{rag
 ho\v- 
ever the author cenfures them for it. C( The 
(( chrirtians," fays he) cc were not Iefs averfe 
(( to bufinefs, than to the pJeafures of the 
cr world.-1"'heir fimplicity \vas offended by 
H the ufe of oaths, by the pomp of t11aginracy, 
cc and by the aElive contentions of public 
cr life.- This indolent and even criminal dif- 
f' regard to the public. welfare, expofed thelU 
cc to the contetnpt and reproaches of the 
cc Pagans." Neverthcle[s JuHan, the apo- 
nate, bears tefiin1cny to their virtue J and ac- 
knowledges the generous difpofitions of the 
chri{lians, in relieving the difire{fed and ne- 
ceffitous of every defcription. (Epifì. ad 
Arfacem. ) 
I t may not be illlproper here to obferve, 
that, as Conftantine has been the obje8 of 
M. de \r oltaire's fevereft fatire, fo has Julian, 
been [et forth by hiul J in the higheft firain of 
panegyric. The reafon is obvious. Con- 
ftantine proteé1td the chrifiians) and fl1ewed a 
L 2 preqi- 
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prcdilcElion for their religion. .Julian apo- 
Hatized from that religion in \\'hich he \vas 
educated, and perfecuted its adherents. A 
fhort fl(Ltch of his conduS: in life, as r
lated 
by the Pa&an hiHorians theInfelves, will ena- 
ble us to judge of his defense Julian ,vas the 
fon of Julius Confiantius, the brother of 
Conllantine the grcdt. I-fe was born at Con- 
flantinople, A. D. 331. Ellfebius, bifhop of 
Nicomedia, who ,vas his near relation, ,vas 
charged \\lith the care of his education. fIe 
,vas àccordingIy, as has bcen [aid, educated 
in the pI inciples of the chrifiian -religion. 
Unfortunatcly however he attached hinl(elf 
at an cady period of life, to the Pagan philo- 
fopher .r",1 axilllus, who flattered his anl bition 
,rilh the hopes of fucceeding to the etnpire. 
In confequence of this, he applied himfelf to 
the Hudy of the occult fciences, and gave 
into an the fupcrfiitious pra8ices of the Pa- 
gans. It was this detefiable curiofity of diving 
into [utlllity, which was the lTICre irnmcdiate 
caufe of his apofiacy. On all hands he is 
al1awcd to have been po{feHcd of many of 
thare great qualities which confiitute the 
hero; and, under proper refiri8ions, that 
for111 the rbilofopher. But they were coun- 
ter-b2.11nCed by fome of the nlofi deteflabl
 
vlces
 



[ 77 ] 


vices, which made Abbè Flcury j ufiIy renlark
 
that (( there was fuch a n)ixture of good and 
JC bad qualities in his difpofition, that judging 
fr by one fide of the profile only, it would be 
(( eafy cithèr to pI aife or blame hin"), without 
Ie deviating frorn the truth 'f 
Alnmianus Marcel1inus, a zealous Pagan, 
and an officer of diflinB:ion in the RanJan 
army) dercribes .Juhan as a hero, yet does not 
diiremble his faults. 11. Ge \Toltaire enlarges 
upon the Fanegyric of 1v1 arcellinus, but fup- 
prcifes the latter. (C This Ernperor," fays he, 
U who is dercribed as a dctcIlable perfonJge 
(( by our hiflorians) \\7as perhaps the firn, or 
(C the [ccond great rnan which this ,\Todd pro- 
U d u c e d. ..'\.1 VI a v s [0 be r, t e m per ate J C 11 a He; 
cc fleeping little, dividing his time between 
(C the affairs of fiate and Rudy; friendly, and 
. 
c generon
; the avowed enerny of all ponlp 
H and parade, &c. Had he been a pri\ ate 
cc perron, he ,vould have attra8ed univerfal 
(C adlniration." This is the bright fide of the 
profile. 
Let us now take a view of the other fide. 
J ,Ilian was born and educated il chrillian, 
as has been obferved, which he abjured. and 
gave into the ranke!t fuperfiitions. which the 
ragans themfelves have fcverely cenfured# 
I-Ie 
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He was confiantly attended by magicians and 
afirologers, and was U more fl1perftitious than 
(' religious," as his panegyrifi, A. Marcel1inus 
confeßes.. It it from this faid A. Marcellinus 
that all the features of Julian's charaaer are 
here deduced. It was faid of him, that (C ifhe re.. 
cc turned viaorious from the Parthian war, there 
C( would not be beaRs fufEcient for facrifice to 
C( falisfy his fuperfiition. u This philofophic 
Emperor would (C frequently walk in procef- 
n fion furrounded by ,vornen with children at 
cc their breafis,' , (an ufual fuperfiitious cere- 
mony in thofe days) n and attended by a mul- 
e( titude of people, carrying the idols and in- 
ee firuments for facTifice." (Lib. xxii.) The 
generous difpofition of his chara8er, which 
!\1. de ,r oltaire fo much extols) is not cafily 
to be reconciled with that duplicity t \\'ith 
"lhich he conduEìed himfelf towards his uncle 
Conflantius; nor \vith his obftinacy in re- 
taining the title of A ugufius, which Confian- 
t:us would not confer upon hinl. Confiantine 
the great, as has been obferved, Ihe\ved much 
nlore moderation and deference to l\1aximian 
Galerus, who \vould only permit him to take 
the title of Cefar, cl1though he had been faluted 
Emperor by the army. Confiantine acquiefed, 
:rather than excite a civil ,var. But the mode- 
rate 
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rate, and genero'lts J uliao, as M. de Voltaire 
caBs him, chore rather to wage \var with his 
uncle, than yield to his remonftrances. This 
fame philofophic Emperor, according to * 
Theodoret, facrificed a \voman in the temple 
of the moon at Carræ. M. de Voltaire is 
indignant at this flory, fo prejudicial to the 
charaélcr of his hero, and fays that Theodoret 
is the only perron who mentions it. To this 
it is anfwered that Theodoret living in the 
neighbourhood of Carræ, \vas the more likely 
to be informed of the truth of it. He 
was likewife nearly a contemporary with the 
faa, and his veracity as yet has never been 
impeached. A. Marcellinus, it is true, makes 
no exprefs mentiQn of it, becaufe he fup- 
prelfes, as he hin1fcJ[ declares, (Lib. xx.) cer- 
tain faBs which might tarnifh the charaaer of 
, bis hero. However he [peaks fufficiently clear. 
upon that occafion, to render Theodoret's 
relation very probable. From Marcellinus 
we coHea that Julian performed 
 facrifice at 
Carræ, in a very fecret manner in the pre- 
fence of Procopius alone, whom he ordered 
to a{fume the purple as foon as he fuould hear 


* He was bifhop of Cyr in Syria, in the fourth 
century, and was one of the moil learned fathers of d:e 
church. 


cf 
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of his death. (Lib.. xxiii.) CC .A.1though Em. 
(( perof)" adds M. de Voltaire, U \ve find that 
C( he rcfufed to take the pompous title of 
U DO'lninus, which Conflantine affe8ed." \Ve 
read however in A. Marcellinus) that (( he 
n \\'a5 greedy of popular applaufc, even of the 
IC lo\vefl kind." (Lib. xxv.) II A foolifh ftory 
u is related/' continues the faid M. de Vol- 
taire) (( that when Julian undertook to re- 
U build the temple of J eruralem, globes of fire 
cc burn forth from the earth) and COnfU111ed 
cc both the ,,,orks and the worklllcn." \Ve 
know that J efus Chrifi and the prophets fore- 
told the defiruaion of the temple, and that it 
fhould never be rebuilt. Julian flattered 
hilllfclf that he could defeat the prophecYJ 
and by that rneans overthro\" the authenticity 
of the fcriptures. He coHeEled therefore a 
n1ultitude of Jews, and flattered their obfii- 
nate and obdurate hearts with the hopes. of 
fuccers, furniíhing imrncnfe rums of money 
for the undertaking. The iITuc of this bufi- 
nefs is related by A. rv1arcellinus. (( l\.lipius)" 
fays he) (( hurried on the vvorks with \In- 
C( rernitting diligence. He was moreover 
cc affilted by the governor of the province. 
".But all his exertions, aU his pains w'cre of 
u no avail, as globes of fire burfi forth [rolU 
(( the 
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tl the foundations, and confurned fcveraJ of the 
U workmen; this dreadful element driving 
cr away to a diflance all thofe \vho offered to 
(( approach. ''''herefore "the projeEt was 

c abandoned." (lib. xxiii.) Thefe are the 
,vords of that pagan author; and the faa is 
fo ,veIl attefled on an hands that no one rela- 
tion of antiquity has been more univerfally 
credited. 
The artifice and duplicity, with ,\
hich J u- 
lian conduacd hinlfelf, to conceal the incli- 
nation he had for idolatry, and his. zeal for 
the re-efiablifhment of it, does not pars un- 
noticed by A. Marcellinus. U To fucceed 
Ci more fuccefsfully," he fays, " Julian a{fem- 
(( bled thofe bill10ps and the people in his pa- 
ce lace who he knevv were maft divided in 
I( their religious opinions. He exhorted them 
(( to Ii ve in peace, but at the fame time to be 
cc fixed and determined in their fentiments. 
(( This he did with the view of increafing their 
cc divifions, having obrerved, as he raid J that 
Cc wild beafls a1
e not more firocious to each other
 
(( than the Chrijlians, wlzeu they are divided in 
" religious opinions." (Lib. xxii.) Julian's du- 
plicity and malice is here laid open by A. 
IVlarcellinus. How incorrea then has M. de 
Voltaire tranßated this paffage J when he fays 
11 that 
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that Marcell-inus relates that it ,vas Julian's 
obrervation that the Chriflians in lÚs tinze tOTe 
one another to pieces lihe wild beafls ! The ''lords 
of !\.1arccllinus are; (( Utque difpofitorum TO- 
ce borarct effeéìum, diffidentes Chrifiianos 
cc _t\ntifiitcs cum. plebe difcifsâ in palatium 
u Ìntron1ii[os D10nebat ut civilibus difcordiis 
(C confopitis J quifque nullo vetente religioni 
cc fuæ ferviret intrepidus: quod agebat ideo 
(( obfiinate J ut di{fentiones augente licentia, 
u non till1eret unanirnitatem poftea plebem, 
C( nullas infeflas hominibus befiiis ut funt fibi 
cc feralibus plerisque chriftianorum exper- 
C& tus." 


!vI. de V oItaire not only apologizes in a 
certain degree for the apoftacy of Julian, but 
he even endeavours to j ufiify it. In fupport of 
his hypothefis he adduces the crimes of Con- 
naritine, ,vhich, he fays, Julian mull have be- 
held with horror and deteUation, and confe- 
quently prejudice him againft the chrifiian 
religion. But if he was to judge of things 
by men, ho\v much more rational in him 
would it have been to conceive a horror of 
paganifm, which had produced fó many en1- 
perors who 'were more like beaRs than D1en? 
Confiantine had undoubtedly his fauhsa 
They have been fiated. But ,,,hat ,vere they; 
when 
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\vhen compared 
to the ferocity of Ca1iguJa, 
Domitian J Maxin14o, Decius; with the infa- 
mous debaucheries of Nero, I-ieJiogabalus 
and CaracalJa? 1'he flagrant crirTIes of the 
Pagans ought to have made a greater impref- 
fion on the mind of Julian, than the few de- 
feas and blemilhes in 'the chara8er of Con- 
fiantine; which, as has been obferved, arore . 
chiefly from his domefiic misfortunes. 
Another argument which the French phi- 
lofopher makes ufe of to palliate Julian's 
apofiacy he borrows from * Suidas, which he 
dreffes up as ufual after his own fafhion. It 
proceeded, fays he, ffonl the haughty deport- 
ment and the fpiritual pride of the bifuops. 
U A bilhop of Tripoli fent ,vord to the EID- 
er prefs that he filould not vifit her unlefs DIC 
er received hin1 in a manner [uitable to his 
u dignity. He expeaed that file fhould meet 
cc him at the door of her apartment, and re- 
f( ceive his benedi&ion in an humble and re- 
f( fpeBful pollure. K or was !he to be feated) 
U till he had granted her the permiffion fo to 
(f do. The Pagan Pont iffs did not behave 
(( them[elves thus arrogantly to their fove- 
Jf reigns. Such a proud deportment l11Ufi have 


* A Greek hifiorian of tbe I Ith century. 
1\1 2 


If 
ade 
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n l11ade a forcible impreffion on the mind 
cc of Julian, who was pre [cnt." So far M. 
de Valtaire. Suidas however relates the 
Rory nearly after the following manner. 
"Several bifhops," fays he, (( having a{fem- 
(( bled for the purpofe of holding a cou neil, 
(( they ,vent by turns to pay their refpeas to 
(( the Empre[s Eu!ebia, who received them in 
" a very haughty and difdainful manner. 
"Leontius, an J\_frican bifhop, a man whore 
(( charaaer was not of the beft, being inforrn- 
(( cd of the rude reception the Ernprefs had 
" given to his brethren, refufed to ,vait upon 
u her. 'J He then made a part of the fpeech 
aboye-mentioned. "At ,vhich the Enlprefs 
(C being offended, {he made her complaints to 
" the Elnperor, \v ho told her in a very laconic 
U manner to go and [pin with the maids in 
U the palace." From this concife relatio"n it 
may be concluded that this haughty beha- 
viour was peculiar to Leontius alone, fince 
no other pre1ate was accufed of it. '\There- 
fore the decent deportrnent of the other bi- 
fhops ought to have ill1preßed on the mind of 
Julian a more favorable opinion of the true 
fpirit of chriUianity, than the fupercilious 
behaviour of one man. .r-\.nother rearon, 
W hich 
1. de \T oJtaire affigns for the apofiacy 
. . 
of 
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of Julian, h
 afcribe
 to hi
 education. CJ He 
cc \vas educated." fay she, (( by philofophers,who 
U rivetted in hi.;; heart that averfion for chrif- 
U tianity, which the abufes of its membets 
If muft have infþired him with." This evi.. 
dently iJroves how dangerous a philofophic 
education is to youth. Young Inen are taugh
 

o remar
 the real or pretended abufes of re- 
ligion, but not the advantages which fociety 
derÌves fron1 the benevolent leírons it incul- 
cates. rvL de Voltaire however forgot him- 
felf w hen he affigns this as a reafon for.J u- 
lian's apoHafy. He was not educated by thore 
be calls philofopbers. Eufebius bifhop of 
N icolnedia, as has been remarked, was one of 
his firH. maRers, and he confe{fes himfelf that 
he was a chriUian till he attained the age of 
, t,vcnty years. Had Julian been really a phi- 
lofopher, he n1ight eafily have diftinguifhed 
between the rational fyfieIn of chriHianity, 
and the extravagance of paganirln. fIe might 
have difcrilninated the advantages from the 
abufes which every infiitution is liable to. 
Laitly, 
1. de' Voltaire affirnls that Julian 
D1U{t have had a great predile8:ion for the 
pacific fpirit of the pagan religion J ,vhic
 in 
no refpeéì fettered the mind with articles of 
fai
h, or prefcrib
d any pofitive da of reli- 
gIon. 
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gion. Here he fpeaks out; and thus ju.flifies 
the remark made at the beginning of this little 
c{fay. They are the precepts of the chriftian 
code which alienate the minds of proud philo- 
fophers) becaufe they do not [quare with that 
un-reftrained and licentious liberty they fo 
eagerly willi to enjoy. 
'ro return to our fubjea after this long 
digreffion. I t may be obferved that the lef- 
fans of the gofpel) by the tefiimonies of its 
greateft enemies, ,vrought a maR furprifing 
revolution in the morals and manners of 
mankind. They eradicated the moft detefi- 
able vices, and gave birth to the moll eminent 
virtues. Such an aftonifhing change froln 
vice to virtue could be the "Tork of God 
alone. St. Paul, in his 1 fi. Epifile to the Co- 
rinthians exprefsJy declares that the chrifiian 
religion '
las to be founded on the defiruaion 
of the human paffions. 'Vhence it could not 
fail to dra\v down a heavy perfecution on 
tho[e ,vho adopted it. I t is what the divine 
Legifiator hirn[e]f foretold they fhould fuffer 
for his fake. 
'.f et as the chriflian religion maintains no 
principles derogatory to the rights of fove- 
reigns, or to fociety) and as the Romans did 
not 
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not * always nloleft people on account of 
their religious principles) it is rather furpri- 
finO' 
o 


'* Becal1fe they did not al
utlYJ molefl: people for their 
religious principles, it does not follow that they allowed 
an 1l1li.veifal toleratio11, as M. de Voltaire, and after him 
the author of the Decline and Fall, &c. (p. 4S I.) has 
a{ferted. On the contrary, we find the Roman laws very 
fevere in that refpett. "Strange gods {hall not be wor- 
"{hipped." (12 'Tables.) Does a tolerating government 
exprefs itfelf thus? In tracing the hifl:ory of this people 
we find the fame prohibition renewed in the year of the 
city 325, (fee Livy, lib. '.1. No. 30.) and the Ediles 
charged to fee them duly obferved. Thefe prohibitions 
were iLrued again in the year 529, (Lib. 25. NO.5.); 
the: Ediles feverely rebuked fo
 having negleéted thefe 
orders, and .odler magifirates appointed to fee that the 
laws were better executed. We find the worfhip of 
e- 
rapis and Ifis, which had fecretly crept into the capital, 
forbidden, and their chapels demoliíhed by the Confuls 
in the year 336, (.Valerius Maximus, lib. 4') many de- 
crees of Pontiffs, and of the Senate againft new modes of 
woriliip in 566, (Livy, lib. 39. No. 16.) and the Wor- 
{hip of 1 upíter Sabafius profcribed in 633. \Vith regard 
to this woríhip, the wife RoHin obkrves that in every 
period inftances may be found of the atLention of the 
Romans to keep off every fort of fuperfl:ition. Yet M. 
de 'V oltaire, and thofe who copy after him, arrert cooly 
and without exception, that the Romans aJoþlcd thl max- 
inIS of mÛ".erfal toleration. This intolerant fpirit howe\'cc 
was not confi:1cd to the ancient republic, but prevailed 
equally under the emperors; witnefs the cOlln[els of Me- 
cenas to Augl1íh
s againl1 all Iuch as fhou1d introduce, or 
}JDOr 
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{lng that they fhould have perrecuted the 
chrifiians with {uch inflexible crue1ty j for it 
,ras not till after they had fpilt torrents of. 
hlood without effeEt) for nearly the fpace of 
three hundred years, that they granted peace 
to the chrirlian name. 
To treat this fubje8: in a proper manner. 
it \viII be expedient, 1ft) To lay open the true 
caufe of there perrecutions j and 2dly, 1'0 
lhow to what excefs of cruelty they were car- 


honor in Rome, other Gods than thofe of the empire. 
H llonor the Gods," fays he, H with care, according to 
H the cufloms of your ancefiors, and compel others to ho- 
H nor them. Hate thofe who innovate in religion, and 
U jJU11tß them, not only on account of the Gods, for he 
cr that defpifes them has no refpeét for any thing, but 
U becaufe they who introduce new Gods, prevail on ma- 
H ny perfans to follow ftrange laws, and that from thence 
U arife alrociations by oath, cabals" parties, all things 
U dangerous in a flate. Suffer no atheifls, or magici- 
"ans." (Dion Caffius, lib. 42.) \Vitnefs the Egyptian 
c, fuperfiitions profcribed under this emperor. (ibid. 
n lib. 54.) and under Tiberius; the Jews alfo baniilied, 
u if they would not renounce their religion. (Tacit. 
Annal. Jib. 2. No. 85.) But witnefs above all the 
Chriftians drhren into exile, firipped of their property, 
and gÏ\ren up for a long time, and in fuch great num- 
bers, to the moll cruel torments, not for their crimes, but 
their religion. (See Pliny's Letter to the Emp. Trajan, 
Tacitus's account of the fire of Rome, Suetonius and 
others. ) 


lied 
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tied. From whence we may judge that there 
never was a caufe more innocent, nlore juft. 
or 1110re holy than that which the chrifiians 
fufFered for; and that it was Almighty God 
alone who could infpire them with fuch in- 
vincible courage J fuch unwearied confiancy. 
as natural1y was above all human firength 
whatever. 
Religion was the fole crime of tbe Chrifii- 
ans. We have proved it. The only caufe 
of their fufferings was the courageùlls and 
perfevering confiancy the}' exhibited in refu- 
hog to adore the Gods of the empire. The 
ediRs of the emperors.. and the fenlences of 
condemnati(""\n pronounced againft the mar- 
tyrs) afford the moll: pofitive evidence. We 
need only produce a fe,'! of them to afcertain 
the fa8:. 
From '* Eufebius of CæCaria we learn that 
.c the emperors Dioclefian and l\1aximian were 
(I refolved 


* He was a Grecian bithop, and a learned church 
.hifl:orian of the 4th century, According to the modern 
commodious fafhion of writing t we may either admit or 
rejeét his authority. In page 458, note 22, of the De. 
cline and FaIl of the Roman Empire, we re:1d that "tl:c 
" learned Eufebius may be more fafely relied upon than 
U the vehement Tertullian." And in page 5 8 3 we are 
told, that no reliance whatever can be made upon what 
N he 
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(( refolvcd to bring back into the right way 
(( thofc who had deferted it, and to force them 
to 


he fays; fOT the 2uthor defcrihes him as U a cmut1y 
u bif110p, a writer who has violated one of the [unda.. 
u mental laws of bifiory .. . an ambiguous equivocator." 
(Note 181. p. 87.) Thus has his predecefTor Voltaire 
treated Herodotus. In his PhiJofophical Diétionary he 
calls him " a fiory-teller, fit only to amufe children." 
:But this is only, like the foregoing author, when he makes 
againft himfe1f, for on other oecaGons, when it fuits his 
conveniency-, he extols his authority to the fkies. (Se(: 
Art. CilcumciJion.' \Ve may alfo admit, or rejeét the 
tefiimony of Laétantius in the fame manner. We read 
in the Decline and Fall, &c. p. 392. note 107. that 
u Laélantius Inay fomelimes be admitted as an evidence 

, of public fatts, though very feldom of private anec- 
U dotes." And in page 4 01 we are told u if it were 
u p?ffihle to rely on the partial tefiimony of an injudi.. 
u cious writer," viz. Laélantius. In page 583 the au- 
thor of the Decline and Fall, &c. aIks wbat re1iance we 
can have U on the graveft of the ecclefiaftical hiftorians. 
U when Eufebius himfelf very frankly confefTes that he 
U has related whatever might redound to the glory, and 
U that he has fuppreífed all that could tend to the dif.. 
U grace.of religion i" The fame it Inay be anfwered 
as he gives, and as his mafter Voltaire gave before hiln 
to the life of Julian written by Ammianus MarceHinus, 
who expreEly declares that be has "fuppreffed certain 
4
 faé1:s derogatory to the eharaéter of his hero." That 
author pofitively fays, fpeaking of thefe letters (to which 
be applies the epithets ohjurgaforios t1 mordacu) which 
Julian 
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CC to worlhip the Gods of the empire. But 
C'C that the Cnrinian.; expored themfelves by 
cc their obfiinacy and perverfenefs to the pe- 
CI nallies denounced agai n n theIn, as neither 
C'C the eq uity of the in1perial mandates, or the 
cr fear of punifl1men t could wilhdra\v them 
(( from their purpore." (Epifiola Sabini in 
Rift. Ecclef. Eufebii, cap. 1. lib. ix. p. 284-) 
Eufebius nloreover gi ves us al fo in his 
EccIefiafiical Hiflory (lib. 8.) part of an edi8: 
of the Emperor Maximin, which runs as fol- 
lows. 
cc OUf predecefIors, Dioclefian and 1Iaxi- 
cc mian, perceiving that fuch numbers became 
cc Chrifiians, proclaimed, and with good rea- 
cc fon, that thofe who had forfaken the reli- 
C( gion of their country {houId be compelled 
U to return to it." By a fubrequent ediél it 
was ordained that the (( Chrifiians fl10uld be 


Julian wrote to Conflantius, H quere feriem nec fcrutari 
" liCl1it, llec fi licl1iffet proferre decebat in publicum." 
(Lib. xx
) It would have redounded equally to the cre- 
dit. of forne modern philofophers if they had adopted the 
fame wife precautions. We íhould then have feen lefs 
ou[cenlty in the works of rÆ. de \ oltaire, and not have 
been offended by the idle and indcc
nt note concerning 
Proculus and his hundred Sarmatian virgins, beftdes feve- 
ral fuch like anecdotes in the Dccliae and Fall of the 
Roman Empire. 


N2 


tIC deprived 
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fC depri ved of their dignities, condemned to 
Ie the torture) and exclud
d from the benefit of 
(( the la\v." (* LaEtantius de Mort. Perfecut. 
. p. 862.) Fifty years before thi
 period C( the 
C( Emperor Valerian commanded 
ha t all the 
cc billiops and priefis fhould be put to death; 
. 
cc that the fenators
 the Roman knights anq 
cc men of quality fhould be deprived of their 
(C eRates and honors; and if. after this. they 
cr perfifled to praaife the chrifiian religion
 
(C they fuould be put to de
th alfo." (t Cy
 


. . 
prlan
 


* He was born abo
t the beginning of the 4
h c
nt
- 
rr, and was the difciple of Arnobius. Confiantine made 
t'im preceptor to his e1deft fon Crifpus in confequence of 
the great reputation he had acquired for his virtue and 
learning. He taaght rhetoric publicly, and with gr
at 
applaufe both in Africa and at Nicomedia. Of all the 
ecclefiafiical wri ters in the LatÌl
 language, he is looked 
upon as the moll eloquent. Hence he has been firnarne4 
'lídlius Chriflia1l1lS, or the chrifiian Cicero. 
+ Cyprian was a native of Carthage, and a (on of one 
of the richeíl families of that city. The
e he taught 
rhetoric with great applaufe Gefore he became a chrifiian. 
After his converfion he took the name of CeciIius out of 
gratitude to t!
e priefl: who had converted hi
. Afte
 
the death of Donatus hilliop of Carthage, he was eleae
 
to that fee in the }'ear 2+8, but was obliged to leave the 
cilY about two years 
fterwards on account of the per- 
{ecution of Decius. From the place of his retreat h
 
wrote feveral pious and inftrué1ive letters to .his peopY: 
,. "'" an4 
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priani Epift. Sç. p. 237.) This edia fpeci- 
fies every kind of puniíhment which was to 
be il)fli8ed on the Chrifiiat1
. 
. . . '., 


By 


and clergy. On I?-is return to Cartn?ge, he held ft:veraJ 

ouncil:ì to regulate the penance which thofe who had 
fallen in 
be p?rferution were to undergo, and Qn feveral 
other poi
ts of difç;pline. In the year 2 S7 he was ba- 
niíht:d from Carthage during the perfecution of .; ale- 

ian 
 but "eleven months aft.
rw
rd
 was permitted to 
refide in his gardens near that ciry. 1- e was however 
(oon after arre11ed
 and taken þeh)re the PrpconfuI 
 
when gener.onn y profeffing hi mfelf a chriftian he was con- 

emned to be beheadtd. Such a charaéter a
 Cyprian's 
was f
re never to efc
pt: the 
enfute of modern philofo. 
})hy. \Vith a partial:ty pecdiar to itfeJf his faults ha \'e 
been entarg
ò ùpon (;or who i
 exempt from them?) and 

is virtues fl
pp:-e\red. To notice them all would greatly 
exceed the hounds of a note. One wilful mifreprefenra.. 
tion will be f"fficient, if not to invalidate every thing J at 
Ie aft will make the reader cautious of what lle admits. 
M. de Voltaire, defcanting npon the article haptifm, fays 
that " the queftion was put to St. Cyprian if thofe were 
" really baptized whofe bodies had only been fprinkled 
U with water. His anfwer was, that it was the opinion 
U of many churches that they were not chriftians; but 
u for h!s part he thought they wele, ahhough the} had 
H recei red a milch l Þ méojltrl' of gro{'ë {han thofe who tad 
u b
en dipped thrice in the water, accordjúg to cuftom.'. 
For this M. de .Vohaire quotes C}'prian\ 67th Letter. 
In Bifhop FeWs edition of Cyprian we find the paß2ge 
allu
ed to i
 his 69th Letter, p. 1.85; but his decifion on 
the 
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By an edia of the Ell1perOr Galerus in 
305, it Vias ordained that the Chriftians fhould 
be made to futrer every mode of torture J and 

fterwards be burnt at flow fires. (Laaan- 
tius J p. 874.) The famous letter of Pliny to 
Trajan J and that emperor's anfwer J prove to 
us that the Chriftians were perfecuted Jolely 
for thcir attachment to their religion. C( Muft 
(C the Chriftians,," fays. Pliny. (( be punifhed 
U for the name/' ( obferve that) U although 
c
 otherwife innocent? or is the name itfelf fo 
cc flagitious as 10 be puniihable ?-I tried to 
C( gain the truth even by torture from two 
(C ,vomèn, ,vbo were faid to officiate at their 
(( worfhip; but I could difcover only an ob- 
c
 fiinate kind of fuperfiition carried to great 
(( excefs." (Pliny tranßated by the Earl of 
Orrery. vol. 2. P.427.) Trajan returned for 
anfwer: "The Chriftians need not be fought 
(C after; If they are brought into your pre- 
e( fence and convi8ed" they muft be pUl?ifil- 


,Tie fu:,jcét is quite tne reverfe to that fiated by
the 
lirench poet: for amongft many other reafons he gives 
in contr.1diétion to what M. de Voltaire advances, he 
pofitivcly fays that lht' gifts of Gad emmat he di.vided. To 
fuppofe them therefore to have received left grace, is an 

rror. Thefe are the exprcfs words Cyprian makes l1fe 
of. 


U ed." 
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C( ed." (Ibid. p. 4 28 .) Such \vas the anfwer 
of the mild Trajan ; mild indeed, if compared 
to the generality of the Roman e
perors! 
But is it not the height of injufiice to puninl 
people for no ot\ler crime than that of adher- 
ing to the di8ates of their confciences, \vhen 
in other refpe8:s they are quiet and peaceable 
fubjeas? vVe fee that they w'ere accufed of 
no other crinle \vhatever but a firm adherence 
to their religion. 
Dion Caffius, and other pagan autllors, 
give us a circumftantial detail of their fuffer- 
ings under Don1Ïtian; and [ronl Tacitus and 
Suetonius we learn the barbarous and cruel 
treatment they experienced under the Em- 
peror * N era. Thus it appears beyond a 


* Here again we may take our choice. Either to fup- 
pofe Nero to have been a monfier of cruelty aRd wicked- 
J1efs with all the world. both ancient and modern, or a 
man of a humane and benevolent difpofition: for we 
read both thefe aírertions in the Decline and Fall of the 
Romàn Empire. In page 81 he is caned the profligate 
and 
ruel Nero; and in page 533 he is complimented 
with the epithets of tBe prudult and humane Nero. 'There 
certainly ale contradiéEon5. vVhat matter? Although 
they may be difagrecable to [orne readers
 yet they are 
very ufeful to fame writers. They reap this advantage 
at leaR from them, that they mufl: necdTarilf be in tbe 
I'ight, either whe
 they deny, or when they affirm. 


doubtJÞ 
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doubt, that the profeffion of that rel igion 
confiituted the role crime of the Chrifiians. 
In the firfi ages of chrifiianity every mem- 
ber profeffing tbat religion might look upon 
l1imfelf as a viaim devoted one day to feal 
his faith with his blood. and to expire in tor- 
ments. The dreadful examples which the 
Chrifiians daily had before their eyes exhi- 
bited a lively, though melancholy piaure of 
\t:hat they had to expea. The Emperor 
Nero, whore very name excites horror and 
deteftation, in fpile of the advocates he has 
found in later times, \vas the firft who em- 
brued his hands in chrifiian blood. It is in 
the folIowing manner the hiftorian Tacitus 
de[cribes the horrible torments which he 
caufed them to fuffer. He fays that Ie Nero 
Ie to fupprers the prevailing rumour of his 
n having fet fire to Rome, transferred the 
Ie guilt upon fi8:itious criminals, and fubje8:ed 
cc to the moft exquifite tortures, and doomed 
cc to executions fingularly cruel tbofe people, 
cc who under the vulgar appellation of Chrif- 
" tians were hated for their very name. The 
Ie founder of this rea was Chrift, who in the 
Cf reign of the Emperor Tiberius had fuffered 
"death by the fentence of the Procurator 
.. Pontius Pilate.-By the declaration of thore 
,rho 
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U \\Tere nrfl feized, and had conferred lhem- 
U [elves Chrifiians, they difcovered a great 
(( number of others.- They died in torments, 
"and their torments \vere imbittered by in- 
U fult and derifion. Some \vere nailed to 
cc cra{fes j other fe\vn up in {kins of \vild 
(C beaUs, and expofed to the fury of dags: 
" others again, f1neered over ,vith combulli- 
(( ble materials, ,vere ured as torches to 
u ill u111inate the night. Hence it proceeded 
(( that towards the mirerable fufferers, ho\v- 
(( ever guilty, and jufily deferving the man: 
cc exelnplary death.' (For why? For their 
very nanle, and for no other crime.) (C Pa- 
ce pular commiferation arofe, as for pC"oplc 
cc who with no vie\v to the utility of the !late, 
<c but only to gratify t he bloody fpirit of one 
(( Inan, were doomed to perin1. " (Annals 
tranflat.. by Gordon, vol. 2. p. 199' ) Yet, as 
Tacitus further informs us, "nothing could 
cc acquit Nero of the charge, which was uni- 
c'verfally believed that by him the confla_ 
cc gration was authorired." (Ibid.) Let mo.l1 
dern fceptics ref1eél on tbefe Jines of Tacitus. 
\V ill they then prefume to fay that the cru- 
elties committed on the Chrifiians are the 
effe8: of religious exaggeration? The au- 
thor of the Decline and Fall of the Ronlan 
, 
o Empire 
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l
mpire endeavours to extenuate this paffage 
of Tacitus, by infinuating that the Chrifiians 
were legally condemned for crilnes commit- 
ted againft the fiate. \Vith what fuccefs he 
has perforrned the tafk, is left to the decifiol1 
of the reader. The origi nal words of Taci- 
tus arc, U igitur prirno correpti qui Jatehantur. 
(f dci nde indicio eorunl rnultitudo ingens," 
,vhrch he renders thus. in Engliíh. cc The 
C( confeffion of thore who were feized, difco- 
U vered a great nUlnber of their acco1nplices. H ' 
In \vhat? Gordon the tranOator of Tacitus 
fénv no wùrd of that import, nor does the fenfe 
of the pafIàge vtarrant it. cc By the declara- 
(( tion of thore ,.,ho were firft feized/' fays 
Gordon, cc and had conJejJèd tlze'infelves Chrif- 
n tians, they difcovered a great number of 0- 
Ir thers." i\gain, Tacitus fays, "miferatio 
Ie oriebatur, tanquam non 'Utilitate pltblicâ, fed 
(( in [ævitialll unius abfumerentur," which the 
author of the Decline and Fall, &c. tran{]ates 
as follo\vs. " Thofe wretches were facrificed 
ce not fo much to the rigour of j'Liflice as to 
cc the cruelty of a jealous tyrant.'J (P. 534.) 
Gordon however differs ,vith him again in his 
trannation, when he fays c, popular commife- 
ci ration arofe as for people who with no other 
C( view to tIle futility oJ tile }late) but- only to gra. 
ce ti fy 



. 
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C( tify the bl00dy fpirit of one man \\7cre 
H d"offied to periCh." Is there a word, either 
in the original Latin, or in the tranOation by 
Gnrd
)nJ which implies the word jzifiice? 
SUC'l, it may be ob[crved, is the accuracy of 
IDodern phii,,>fophical tranßations, and [uch is 
the novel n'ode of infiruaing the ri lìng ge- 
neration ! 
"then \ve reflea on the general difpofi- 
tion of the human heart, which is fo frequent- 
ly warped wit h prej udice and paffion) ,^'e !hall 
not be furprifed at the harfh epithets which 
Tacitus makes ure of when he fpeaks of the 
Chrifiians. He was a Pagan, and as fuch 
mufi have conceived the gr
atefi prejudices 
againfi them. But the imnlerliate purpofe of 
the prefent inquiry is to afcertain the vera- 
city of the Faa. The character of the a .ahor 
,vho has tranfmitted it to pofierity precludes 
.every doubt that can be formed on the. fub- 
jeR. He was a man of merit in every point 
of view) and therefore could never betray the 
truth. It was by his merit that he obtained 
the firfl offices in the {Lite. \l cfpafìan and 
1"ltus conferred u?on him the n10(i ill1portant 
charges. He was made Prætor under Domi- 
tian, and Conful two years afterwards in the 
p1ace of \
iIginius Rufus in the 9ïlh year Gf 
o g thç 



./ 
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the ehriftian æra. Pliny, the younger, ,vIlo 
,vas his fnend, \vith all the learned l11cn of 
thare days, fpeak úf Tacitus and of his vrrit- 
ings tn the highe!l firain of panegyric. Such 
a charaaer as this could never tranfn1Ìt a f
a 
of [neh inlportanee to pofierity, without being 
'fcll allured of its authenticity. It happened 
during his life tinlc; and it vvas lJf fuch noto- 
riety, ..that he InuU have had it from nunlbers 
,\
 11 0 were e y e- wit n c If est 0 the fa Et. I t is 
Jikcwife confirmed, as \ve read in the Decline 

 n d Fall 0 f the R 0 111 a n 
 tn pi re ( p. 534.) by 
the diligent alld accurate Suetonius, as the 
quthor Hiles hinl; and here we might reft our 
opinion, if we did not find in the preceding 
page, note 30) the raid Suetonius branded with 
the tide of a gTeedy trar!flator. Thus [on1e 
pecplc build \vith one hand, and pull do,vn 
,
'ith the other, j uft as circul11Hances require! 
1
he cruelties inÐiacd upon the chrifiians, 
by mofi:thc fucceeding Emperors were not 
)cfs inhutl1an, and barbarous. \Vhatever 
faväge indufiry could invent to torture the 
hunlan fran1c, was put in execution againO: 
the111. l'he c h rifiia ns, T ertu l1ian informs us, 

vere in de ri fion called Sar"'J1lentitii and ./ë?no "ii, 
that is pc(>ple of tV.Jigs and Hakes, as tbey 

-:erc frcq
cntJy inlp
led alirc, or burnt at 
f1 0 \V 
f 



[ 101 ] 
fla\v fires. (A pol. cap. 48, p. 39.) I t is irn- 
poffible to perufe the account of their fuffer- 
ing withnut horr\.)f and dirinay. The letters 
fronl the churches of L\ ons and Vienne to 
, 
the churches of 1\6a) (See Eurebi us's Ecclef. 
Bift. lib.5 cap. 1, &c.) in which rne'ltion 
is made of the tormellts infliaed upon the 
chrifiians, are a {landing monument of the 
favag
 cruelty of tbe Pagans on one hand, 
;1nd of the invincible courage of the martyrs 
on the other. 
1en, women and children 
\\1ere arraigned 'without difiinélion of age, fex, 
or condition; and that for the Jole crime of 
their religion. Let one infiance anlong 
many fuffice. ..L\ delica
e young ".700lan 
(Blandina by name) being tornlented for fe- 
veral hours) to n1ah.e her fore[wear her reli- 
gioll) ,vas' deaf to all the intreaties made to 
rave her life. The only anfwer {he gave was
 
I aln a chriflian; and 'we are guilty 0/ no crÏ1ne. 
This anecdote rells upon the authority of 
Don1. Ruinart in his ARa Martyrum. I-Ie 
\\'3S a learned Bcnedi8:ine monk of the con- 
grcgatiop. of St. 
laur, which was fruitful in 
l

<:n of erudition. He colleaed the .,genuine 
aEls of the martyrs fro111 ancient rnanufcripts 
\\lith great judgn1ent and indufirYJ \vhich he 
J?ubliíhed J and in the preface to the faid work, 
· he 
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be compleatly confutes our countryman Mr. 
Dodwell J ,vho like the modern critics, (though 
with a very different view) maintained that 
tlle number of the 11lartyrs ,vas inconfiderable. 
!vI. de Voltaire feerns to l1ave had a great 
opinion of Dom. Ruinart, though (as ufual)' 
he betrays hIs own inconfifiency, when he 
gives his charaaer. He defcribes him to 
have been a zealous, dfJèreet l and well iriformed 
man. Yet, he adds, that he might have chofen 
his JllvjeEls with more diJcretion. (Dia. Phil.) 
Some people may be at a 10[s how to recon- 
ci]e there a{fertions. 1\. dijcreet, well-irýòrl1zed 
man) \ve might naturalJy [uppo[e, \vpuld not 
chu[e his fubje8s without diftretion and judg- 
1nent. If fo, \vhy did M. de Voltaire and his 
tranfcribef, the author of the Decline and 
Fall of Lhe Roman Empire, collea fo many 
paffages fron1 Dom. R uinart, if they thought 
that he wanted both difiretion and j'ltdg'1ìlent to 
i"elea them? But to return. 
As it is afionifhing that men fllou1d be 
capable of fuch barbarity towards their fellov{- 
creatures) [0 \VC nlight naturally fup?ofe, that 
the horrible details we have of their fuffer- 
ings to be the efteél of exaggeration. In this 

arc however it is not necc{fdry to pin our 
LÜth UpO
l thofe w 110 may be çalled parties in 
the 
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the bufinefs, for the Pagans themrelves give as 
pofitive evidence to the faét No man can 
hefitate) afrer perufing the narrative of Ta- 
citus abovelllentioned, to believe that the Ro- 
mans wère capable of the moft refined cruelty. 
Libanius, a Pagan, and the panegyrifi of 
Julian the apofiate, in the funeral oratiofl 
,vhich he delivered in honor of that prince. 
gives an account of the various torment3 
which the chrifiian
 ,vere made to fuffer; 
and, to ure his O\VO words, he fays, that 
cc ri vers of their blood was fpilt." They 
feared, fays he. that their new maUer, Julian, 
,vould prove 1110re cruel to them than the 
preceding Emperors) who had raade the?>>, fÙffer 
the mofl excruciating tOr'lJzents
 Such is the 
inlport of his words) (Liban. in Julian. apud 
Fabrit. Bib. Græc. t. 7. p. 283). Thus we 
fee that there cannot be the Ie aft rational 
doubt formed, of the horrible cruelties În- 
fli8:ed upon the chrifiians *. 
. Not,vithflanding there inhuman butche- 
ries the chrifiian religion gained ground, and 


* \Vere there no monuments exifling of the cruelties 
infliéled on the chrin:iani in the firft, ft:cond, or third 
2ge, we are fully informed of them by Libanius, who 
pofiti\'ely declares, that they had 
xperienced from the 
preceding Emperors what they feared from Julian. 
fpread 
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fpread itfelf \vith amazing rapidÎty. The 
blood of the martyrs, according to the ener- 
getic expreffion of Tertullian, \vas like a 
fruitful feed which produced chrifiians by 
thoufands. l'he more they firove to extir- 
pate them, the nlore they n1ultiplietl: the 
1l10re they íôught to crufh them) the more 
they Houri{hed. They cut off the people by 
thoufands; they depopulated whole towns, 
yet they could not extirpate them *
 Eufe- 
bills makes mention of a to\\'n in Afia, which 
,vas entirely inhabited by chrillians, and on 
that account was burnt to the ground, and all 
the people perifhed in the flames. The au- 
thor of the Decline and Fall of the Roman 
Empire, has mentioned this faft as related by 
Eufebius. cc In .a fmall to\Vll J " fays he, (( of 
cc \vhofe name and fituatÏon we are left igno- 
(( rant, -it fhould feern that the magifirates and 
U the body of the people had elnbraced the 
n chrifiian faith; and as feme rifzflanc
 'rnigllt 
C( be apprehended to the executiolt oJ tlÍe ediél, the 


* H We are flain." fays J uftin Martyr, U with the 
U fword, but we increafe and multiply. The more we 
Hare perfecuted and deftroyed, the more are added to 
H our numbers. As a vine, by being pruned and cut 
U clofe, lhoots forth nrw fuckers, and bears a greater 
u abundance of fruit, fo it is with US." (ApoI. 2). 
IC governor 
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If governor of the province ,vas fupported by 
(C a numerous detach1l).ent of Legionaries. 
(C On their approach the citizens thrc\v them- 
er [elves into the church) with a 'r
fol'lltiort, 
(( either of defending with arnlS tlze.facred edifice I 
U or qf perijlzing in its ruins. They indignantly 
u 1"ejeEled the notice and per1nijjìon which was 
cr given thern to retiTf) till lhr. JoldÙrs, provoked 
(( by t/zeir obflinate rifufal. ret fire to the build- 
U ing on all fides, and confumed by this ex- 
ec traordinary martyrdom a great nun}ber of 
U Phrygians with their wives and children." 
Had this period dropped from the pen of 
11. de \10ltaire no body would be furprired, 
becaufe ernbellifhments are allowed generally 
to all poets But that the author in quefiion 
- Ihould have l1lade fneh additions to the nar- 
rative of Eufebius, 1110fl people will not be 
able to reconcile to the fair and impartial tafk. 
of an hifiorian. He tells his readers in a note 
(160) that U the ancient Latin tranfiator of 
cc Eufebius, Rufinu
, adds the important eir- 
n cumfiance of the permiffion given to the 
(C inhabitants of retiring from theJ1ce." But 
"Tho could fuppofe that the author \vould 
have had recourfe to tranllations. when he 
was fo capable of confuIting the originals) and 
",hen in faa he has declared that he has con- 
P fulled 



. 
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futted all the originals which could elucidate hi; . 
'ùbjeél. He ought to have kno\vn 11l0reOVer 
that R ufi nus has been univerfaIJy reprobated 
for the liberties he takes in his tranllations. 
Let us therefore turn to the origina1, '\1hich 
relates the faR in a very concife nlanner.- 
u /'1. certain. town in Phrygia," fays Eufebius; 
CC. 
1.Yas berct by an armed force, \vhich fet fire 
U to it, anò confulned the \vho]e, with men, 
cc 'V'OlTICn and còildren, who were then offer- 
ct ing their prayers to God. And for this 
cc reafon J becaufe the inhabitants of every 
H àenomination were chriflians, and refufed 
cc to facrifice to the gods when called upon." 
(Book and cilap. referred to by the author). 
La8antius, fpeaking of the injufiice of the 
Pagan judges and magifirates, fays that none 
cc of them caured a whole to\vn, vvith all its 
U inhabitants and the church to be burnt." 
'Ve fiIJd in neither of there accounts the 
\\Tords of the author, \vhich are marked in 
Italics. They are indifputab1y his own pro- 
perty, and in confequence an impofition upon 
the uninformed reader. 
Eufebius cites likewire a letter of 
1axi- 
min's to the magitlrates of 1"
rre, wherein he 
congratulates them for having driven the 
chrifiians from their walls and country. (lib. 
9- cap. 
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9. cap. :xi. p. 249.) But to what purpofe all 
this barbarity? To what effect this obUinate 
rage. this unrelenting fury? So far ff('lTI fup- 
preffing the chrifiian religion, bal f the world 
becomes members of it before the deaths of 
the tyrants themfelvcs; in fpite of their 
po\ver) and in fpite of the torrents of blood, 
\vhich their favage barbarity caufcd them to 
fhed. 
A real philofopher; the man who is ac- 
: quainted ,\,ith the feelings and difpo{ìtion of 
the human heart, can never attribute fuch 
afioniIhing and undaunted courage, f uch un- 
remitting perfeverance to prejudice, bigotry 
or infatuation. l'hree centuries of torments 
of various kinds fuffered voluntarily, patient- 
ly and courageouí1y! The natural Ilrength 
and difpofition of 111en goes not thus felr. Vl e 
l11U{t therefore look for forne other cau{c. 
This neceITari]y leads us to ackn owledge the 
interpofition of a fupernatural po\ver. The 
Pagans) unable to account for the intrepidity 
and perfevcring courage of the martyrs) deem- 
ed it a PlrvllJe and inveterate obninacy. Such 
'\'as the opinion of Pliny, as has been {hown, 
of Suetonius and others." "I eould diIèo\'cr 
:;1 only" fays the fortner, (( an obfiinate kind 
Ct of fllperftition carried to great excefs." 
P 2 The 
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The incredulous, to invalidate there faa
, 
take another I1lethod to de} rive the chrifiian 
religion of this filikiug pH:
of of its divinity. 
u 1 f dle chrdtian religiou/' fay they) cc have 
cc had it
 martyrs) other rehgions have had 
u theirs. 1'he former therefore Cdn draw no 
u couClU1ÌuIl iu tb
ir favor) but what vvil1 
U equdlly apply to the latter.' 1\> prove the 
fallac) of this 1110de of rcaruning) we need only 
cOu, pare the marl} r
 of chri1tianity ,vith the 
pretcudl:d nlan y r5 of other religions) for th-ei r 
virtues) nUlubers, quality, perfeverance J and 
excluh vely for the 1110tives which anilnated 
their courage. As 10 their virtues the tefti- 
n10uy of Pliny has already been adduced. 
] ulian the apofiate, and 111any other Pagans 
nave l1kevnfe acknowledged that innocence of 
behavlouT,lhe love of jufiice) patience) tempe- 
rance, aud every mural virtue charaQerized 
the adorers of Jefus Chrin. c. You cannot 
U be a chrifiiao)' raid the judge Gaiu
 t9 A- 
fra, (who before her con\7erfìon had led a dif. 
folut
 life) U fÔr the cbriHians never 
dmit 

'fuch into their fociety.o, (Ruinart. p. 50.) 
cc You 1 ate 
 y fa \\7,' , fa i d T e r t u 11 i a n J C w hen 
(
 YOLl cOlntnanded d chnltian to be condu&ed 
(C to a hou!e orill falne, that we bave a greater 
H terror of thofe crÎ1nes than of the lTIoll 
(( 
TUet 
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(C cruel torments." (Apol.. cap. u1e. p. 4 0 .) 
It luav not be improper here to obCerve, that 
the author of the Decline and Fall of the 
Rotnan empire in all his extC'uuve reading, 
(for tbe fact is nJentioned Jikcwife by Eufe- 
bill", as well a
 by 1'ertullian whom he fo often 
quotes) íhuuld never have 111et with it. 
He looks upon fuch fiories as a fiaion of 
" the filonks in fucceeding ages, who in theif 
U peaceful fülitu des entertained themfelves 
f( Wilh diverfifying the deaths and fufferings 
(( of the prin1Ïtive nlartyrs. They frequently 
U invented torments of a much more refined 
C( and ingeniou
 nature. In particular it has 
(C pleafed t hem to fuppofe that the zeal of the 
U I{on1an n1agiRrate-
, di[daining every confi- 
U deration of r[}oral virtue or public decency, 
cc endeavoured to {educe thofe w horn they were 
H unable to van qui fh, and that by their orders 
(( the rnofi brutal v iolence was offered to thore 
(( whom they found it ir[}poffible to feduce. 
U I ndeed we Ð10uld not neglea to remark that 
U the maR ancient, as well as the moLl authen- 
U tic menlorials of the church are [eldorn pat- 
H luted with there extravagant and indecent 
cc íìcliuns." (P.554.) '1 ertullian reproached 
them however, and fo did Eu[ebius, as has 
þ
en obferved, \vith this refined cruelty. 
Surely 


,. 
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Surely they were ancient hifiorians? The 
former lived in the [econd century, and died 
about the year 216 of the chrifiian æra. Eu- 
febius lived in the third century, and died in 
338. They "Tere both contemporary \vith 
the faas they relate, and therefore were prior 
. 
to the monks oJ.lucceeding ages in their peaceful 
fllitudes, as defcribed by the author. The [aid 
author, fpeaking of the apologies which Ter- 
tullian and others prefented to the Roman 
Senate in behalf of their rea, fays (p. 517.) 
Cii that" it is doubtful whether any of the Pa- 
n gan philofophers perufed the apologies 
cc which the primitive chrifiians repeatedly 
(( publiQ.led in behalf of themfelves and of 
(( their religion; but it is nl uch to be lamented 
cc that fuch a caure was not defended by abler 
cc advocates." Surely the author overlooked 
... 
this period when he a{ferts a fe\v pages after- 
,\vards (vir. 528.) that (( the perufal of the 
U ancient apologies ,vas fufficient to renlove 
(C even the flighteft fufpicion from the mind 
cc of a candid ad verfary ." Though thefe two 
affertions do not entireh' 3gree. yet the latter 
is perfc8.1 y conformable to the general opi- 
nion of the learned. Ouadratus ,vas a dif- 
....... 
çi pIe of the apofiles, and bifhop of Athens in 
!þ
 year 126. fIe prefented an apology in 
favor 
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favor of the chrifiians in 131, upon which the 
Eelperor Adrian put a flop to the perfecution. 
l"here are only a few fragments of this apo- 
logy extant. During the perfecution of Se- 
\ erus) Tertul1ian publi{hed the apology above- 
nlentioned, which has always been deemed a 
maRer-piece of eloquence and learning. 
1 ufiin Martyr, prefented two apologies in fa- 
vor of the chrifiians; the firft addre(fed to the 
Elnperor Antoninus, the [ucce{for of Adrian; 
the other to 11arcus Aurelius againO: Cref- 
centius who had calumniated them. It is [aid 
of .T ufiin that he was an ornament to the chrif- 
tian religion by his learning, his virtues and 
'the purity of his doRrines. 
The number of chrifiians who voluntarily 
fhed their blood rather than depart from 
their faith muft be a matter of afionifhment 
to every refleRing mind. It has been {hown 
\vhat l.ibanius has reCOl ded of thofe dreadful 
butcheries. The horrid executions have 
alfo been defcribed which took place at Lyons 
under Marcus Aurelius. ,;Y e have feen 
Jikewife the ediRs of \Talerian J which de- 
nounced death againfi all the chrifiians with- 
out diilinEtion of age, rex or condition. It 
has been fiated) that during the reigns of Dio- 
clefian and ::\1aximian, and that of Galerus 
and 
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and Maximin, the chri!lians were racrific
d 
by thoufands, infomuch that this period of 
time has ever fince been denominated the 
æra 
f the martyrs. It is needlefs therefore to 
recapitulate the per[ecutions of Nero, Domi- 
{ian, Decius and others, who were more or 
lefs 
rofe{fed..enemies to the chrifiian name. 
I 
To dircredit however the idea that ruch 
numbers of chrifiians were facrificed for their 
faith) although fupported by incontrovertible 
documents, Mr. DodweIl, and after him M. de 
Voltaire, and his tranfcriber the author of the 
Decline and Fall of the Roman empire ha\.e 
brought forward a fragment from Origen. 
C( Origene/' fays M. de V oltaire J C( dans fan 
cc livre troifieme contre Celfe dit: on peut 
cr facilement compter les chrêtiens qui fan 
(C mort pour la religion, parcequ'il en eft 
n mort peu, et feuJement des terns en terns, 
cc et par intervalle. ,-, The tranfcriber affirms 
tbat cc the learned Origen, who from his ex- 
CI perience, as well as reading, was intim
tely 
Ie acquainted with the biflory of the chrifiians, 
ce declares in the moll exprefs terms that the 
fit number of martyrs was very inconfiderabIe." 
They both fupport their argument frolll the 
following lines of Origen. U Pauci per inter- 
n valla temporum) et facile numerabiles pro 
- (( relicrione 
ö 
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"religione chrifiiana runt mortui:' They 
olnit however the relnainder of the fentence, 
\vhich fully 'explains the meaning of Origcn. 
cc Deo vetante ne in totum excinderetur hoc 
cc genus hominum." cc God not permit- 
cc tinlT that the whole race of chrifiians {hould 
o 
rcbe cut off." It is proper to obferve that 
Origen \vrote againfi Celfus a w hole year be- 
fore the perfecution of Decius, and a long 
tilne before that of Dioclefiao, both the one 
and the other more cruel and bloody than the 
preceding ones. Origen, in the above-men- 
tioned paffage, compares the number of thofe 
\vho laid down their lives for their religion 
with thofe whom Almighty God had pre- 
rerved. No doubt but (he former were infe- 
rior to the latter, yet it does not prove that 
the number of martyrs \\?as VeT)' incorzjiderahle J 
\\7hatever it nlight have been at the lTIOnlent 
he was fpeaking of, otherwife his words Dea 
vetantt, God not ptY'lnitting (which the philofo- 
phers have omitted) \vould be rank nonfenfe: 
for in that fuppofition there could be no fear 
of the "whole race of chrifiians being cut 
cc off." It may not be improper in this place 
to give a fe\v outlines of Origen's chara8er.. 
He has ahvays been looked upon as one of 
the greateR and n10ft learned nlen of the pri- 
o mi1Ïve 

- 
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mitive church. He was born at Alexandria. 
in the year 185 of the chrifiian æra, and was 
fìrnatned Alarrzant, not only on account of his 
indefatigable application and indufiry in 
lcarDing J but for his courageous refolution 
under torments for the chrifiian faith. His 
father Leonidas had fuffered death for the fame 
caufe during the perfecution of the emperor 
Severus in the year 202. Origen had in his 
rchool a great number of difciples, fome ,vho 
were chri!ìians, and others pagans. He forti- 
fied the former in their faith and converted 
great numbérs of the latter. So many of 
there laid down their lives for the caufe that 
his [ehool '
/as denominated the [chool of 
martyrs. During the perfecution of Decius 
in 249 he \vas l11ade to fuffer the maR cruel 
torments which he bore \\1ith a patience and 
fortitude beyond the appearance of human 
firength. They were the more infupportabJe
 
as they were made to 1aft for a lon h fpace of 
time, preventing with a cruel and un-reJent- 
ing indufiry the death of the fuffering viElim. 
He did not however furvive this inhun1an 
treatment long, for he died at Tyre in the 
year 254 at the age of 69, during the reign of 
the Emperors Gal1us and V oufial. Several 
excellent works he has left behind him, parti- 
cularlf 



[ 115 ] 


cularly that againft Ccl[us J a pa!fage out ot 
\\,hich has been the fubjea of the abovet"aid 
difcuffion. 
I f we attend to the quality of thofe Whð 
fheà their blood for the faith of ChI ifi we {hall 
be {till mo:e afioniIheà than at their nl tmbers. 
'fhe author of the Decline and Fall of the 
Roman elnpire rarticularly notIces one. 
(C Adauatì.s who \ras of a noble family in Italy. 
(( and had raired hio1felf through the fuccef- 
cc five honors of the palace.-He is the more 
(( remarkable for being the only perron of rank 
cc and condition who apí'ears to have ruffered 
, Ie during the courfe of this general perr
cu- 
If tion." (p. 577.) But furely the author for- 
got that he had previou{]y mentinned in p. 
5 6 4. cc the principal eunuchs, Lucian and 

( Doritheus, Gorgonius, Andre\v, \vho all at- 
U attended the perron, po{fe{fed the favor. 
cc and governed the houfhold of Dioclefian." 
They, as we learn both from Eufebius (Hifi. 
ecclef. lib. 8. cap. 6. p. 242 ) and La8antiu5 
(cap. 15, p. 863.) were all pu t to the moll 
cruel death. Surely they 'were perfons of 
rank and difiin8ion ? 
Arnong the martyrs ,ve find learned men, 
and (philofophers of the firft cJars; fenators, 
and officers of fuperior rank both in civil and 
o 2 nlilitarv 
"'"" . 
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tnilitary capacities; relations likewife of th
 
emperors themfelves, as Flavius Clemens of 
the family of Domitian; l\1arius) who, by 
his epitaph, is Riled dux l1Úliturn j Sebafiian, 
a captain of the guards under Dioclefian;' 
Cantianus J who was of an ancient ConCular 
falnily; Marcellus, Hermias, officers in the 
legions; Andronicus J one of the firft fan1ilies 
in Ephefus, &c. 
r-rhere are many ob[ervations to be made 
upon thIS period. lIaving Hated that among 
the lTIartyrs many learned men and philqfo. 
plzers are to be found, we nevertheleCs fee Ithat 
the author of the Decline and Fall of the 
Roman eInpire (p. 517.) txpreffing his fur- 
prize at n the inattention of the pagan and 
u philofophic worl
 to thore evidences which 
U were prcfented by the hand of omnipotence, 
U not to their feafon, but to their fenfes.." 
. . 
\Ve find however that thole, whole hearts 
,vere not too ftubborn to yield to convi8i,on, 
\vere not inattentive to thofe evidences. vVas 
not J uHin Martyr a philofopl
er? \Vere not 
Arnubius) l\.thanagoras, and many olherb) who 
might be named, philofophers? They cer- 
tainly were not indttedti ve to there miracu- 
lous facts which they raw with their own eyes) 
for they embraced chrifiianity in confequence 
. of 
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of what they had feen. r\re we to fuppùfe 
that they renounced tbeir pride, fo dear to 
a philofopher j that they gave up every com- 
fort of life, and even life itfelf for a chin-era; 
for a fyfiem, defiitute of every I ationa\ evi- 
dence? This vvould be a greater. prodigy 
than any they faw with their own eyes. 
l\1arcellus, a captain of Dioclefian 7 s 
guards, as abovementioned, is another objeEt 
of the cc.nfure of. r\l. de Voltaire, and, after 
hinl) of the author of the Decline and Fall of 
the Roman El11pire. fhe former fays, (( Mar- 
C( celIe jetta par terre fa cei,lture et res armes, 
(( difdnt tout hatH qu'il etoit Chretien, et qu ï
 
cr ne voulut plus fervir les Payens." (Exam. 
Imp. chap. 26. p. 144.) The latter expre{fes 
hi ITl fe 1 f t h us 0 nth era m e f u b j e Et. rvI arc e 11 u S 
WBS deferving of death (( for having thrown 
(( away his belt, his arnlS and the enfigns of 
(( his oÆ..:e J and for exclaio1ing with a loud 
C( voice that he would obey none but J efus 
Cf Chrifi, the Eternal King, and that he re- 
C( nounced for ever the ure of carnal weapons, 
(( and the fervice of an idolatrous rnafier." 
(P.5 6 7') I'he words of !\.larct'llus we find 
to be Inuch enlarged upon, and hIs jufiifica- 
tion fuppreffed, as thé reader wi1l readily per- 
ceive. Ie If [uch," fays Marcellus, "are the 
(( ternlS 
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Ie terms of fervice that we mufi offer facrifice 
cc to the gods and to the emperors, I renounce 
C( the profeffion." I s it not evident that 
Marcellus only tbrew up the profeffion
 be- 
caufe he was called upon to do that which his 
con[cience forbade him to conlply with. And 
\vhat proves it beyond the fbadow of a doubt, 
is the circumftancc of the filoment in which 
Marcellus then found himfelf. For they 
,\rere then Jacrificing, as the original (Ruinart) 
exprefsJy fiates
 from which both authors 
have extraEled the narrative. This difinge- 
nuous and uncandid rnanner of treating a fub. 
jea naturally renlinds us of another from the 
fertile brain of the French poet. (( St. Law.- 
(C rence," fays he, (C deferved to be punifhed 
(( for refufing to pay to the Prefea of Rome 
I( the contributions levied for the public 
C( charges, and for having infulted the empe- 
U for by bringing a knot of paupers to hinl 
u infiead of Bloney." (Exam. Imp. p. 145.) 
St. Lawrence) notwith{tanding all that M. de 
V.,. oltaire has faid to depreciate his charaEler
 
has ever been recognized for one of the moft 
illufirious nlartyrs who fuffered for Jefus 
(,hriH. lIe \vas the firfi deaco
 in the church 
9f Romc) and appointed by Pope Sixtus II. 
to difiribute the ahn
J h;ith ,vhich the chur"ch 
,vas 
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was intrufied for the maintenance of the 
poor *. The Emperor Valerian having pub- 
lifhed a revere ediR againfi the Chrillians, 
Pope Sixtus was arrefied. As they we re con- 
veying him to execution, St. Lawrence fol- 
Jawed hitn bathed in tears. cc vVhere are you 
H O"oin g " raid he ce without Y our fon and 
b J , 
ee your fervant ?" Pope Sixtus replied; ce A 
(( greater conflia, my dear ron, is rererved 
H fùr you. In three days you will follow 
(I: me." St. Lawrence, confoled by there 
\vords prepared him[clf for death. He difiri- 
buted aU the nloney with which he ,vas' in- 
truf1:ed for the benefit of the poor, and even 
fold the plate belongi ng to the church for that 
purpofe. Upon this Cornelius Seculoris, the 
Prefeél of Rome, who ,vas as greedy of gold) 
as he ,vas of the innocent blood of the Chrif- 
tians, fent for St. Lawrence) and afked him 
whtre were the tTef!/Ùres rf the church? faying 
that the Emperor had need of them to pay 
his troops. St. Lawrence requefted a ferpite 
oÏ three days to give his anrwer. During this 
time he colleaed all the poor
 whom the 


>> There were no tithes at this p
rioà. The patrimony 
of the church was l
ivìded into three parts 7 one of which 
was appropriated to the maintcn;lnce of the peor. 


church 
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church had ufed to maintain. He prefented 
them to Cornelius, faying, (( Here, Sir, are 
cc the treafures of the church." The Prefea's 
avarice being thus difappointed, he ordered 
l1im to be rcou rged, and - afterwards broiled 
upon a gridifon, which was put in execution 
on the 10th of Augufi in tbe year 258. Thus 
we fee that the queRion was not relative to 
the contribution of a public tax, but to an.. 
arbitrary denland of an avaricious magifirate. 
St. La\vrence, \vho was only the trufiee of 
there charities
 could not betray the confi- 
dence repofed in him. To {ho,v to the Pre- 
fea the number of the pqor \vho were main- 
tained by the alms of the church, and confe- 
quent1y the laudable application of tbore alms 
certainly \vaS no inrult: but moR a{[uredly it 
is \vrong in any author to endeavour thus to 
inlpofe on the credu1ity of his readers. 
Among the martyrs \ve like\vife find ladies 
of the firft diftinftion, as Flavia Domi'tiHa, 
Perpetua of Carthage, Sabina, Cæcilia, &c. 
Alfo a multitude of aged men, who prefented 
their fiiff and frozen limbs to the execu- 
tioners.- We fee youths, who had fcarcely 
tafied the pleafures of life, \vhen they 'were 
eager to facrifice it rather than depart from 
thcir faith. Once more, let it be afked; Is 
it 
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it poffib1e for prejudice) bigotry.. or infatua- 
tion to inrpire [uch heroirm, ruch undaunted 
courage, ruch p-.:-rfeverance, ruch intrepidity 
alnong every clars and condition? And if it 
is not nece{fary abfolutely to attribute fuch 
unparalleled exertions of the human fran1e 
to the aid and fupport of divine and fuper- 
natural power? For nearly three hundred 
years, (with however froln time to ti Ine fOlne 
little relaxation) ,vere the enetTlies to the 
chriftian name implacable, the executioners 
indefatigable, and the Chriítians invincible. 
Lafily, that \vhich difìinguilhes the mar- 
tyrs of the chriílian faith from all others what- 
foever, ,vas the motive of their [ufferings. 
It is natural to inquire on \vhat foundation 
there Illotives ,vere grounded. On JaRs. 
Thefe were the motives which induced thenl 
to renounce their favorite opinions and the 
prejudices of their education; to change 
their cour{e of life, and mode of lhinking; 
to embrace a fyftem repugnant to the natural 
inclinations of Inen; a [yRelll, which in faa 
,vages war again!l: every paffion. There were 
the fprings) and fouree of all 
þeir courage 
and intrepidity, their comfort and fupport in 
torments. 'Vide is the difference between 
faas and opinion. ,\\T e may eafily be pre- 
R po!fcffed 
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pofrelfed with a fafre opinion, fuppofe it true, 
become in{enfibl y bigotted to it
 and at length 
be ready to facrifice e\'ery thing rather than 
depart fron1 it. But it is quite different in 
regard to fa8s, of which we have ocular de- 
111onfiration. The fenfes judge of there, and 
, . 
-is long as we have the TIght ufe of our rea- 
fan, we do not take the phantolDs and illufions 
of the brain for realities. Nothing then but 
voluntary error can, deceive us in point of 
faas. Where is the man to be found among{l 
the pretended martyrs of falfe religions) who 
died in atteRation of the faRs he himfelf fa\v? 
Thoufands of the primitive Chrifiians on the: 
contrary laid dovvn their lives, rather than de- 
rart from a religion which they raw with their 
own eyes fupported by divine power. cc "'TC 
U cannot," (raid St. Paul, Aas iv. 20.) ((but 
Ie fpeak of the things which we have feen, 
IC and heard." 
The Jews and Pagans, who believed upon 
tbe teftimony of the apofiles, were aIrured of 
the fa&s they related) becaufe they faw with 
their own eyes the miracles \\'hich they 
wrought in atteftation of them. The Chrifii- 
ans in the 2d and 3d age were in the fame fitu- 
ation with thofe of the firft. They laid do\vn 
their lives in fupport of truths verified by faas
 
which 
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which they had [ren alfo. This argnment 
alone, were there no otber, is fuflicicnt to 
fho\v the e{fcntictl di fference between the 
chrifiian martyrs and the pretended 111artyrs of 
other religions. 1'be fornler \\Tere martyrs to 
a religion founded upon faRs: the latter were 
martyrs to opinion. There w
re perfuaded 
by theory; tbofe by reality. 
Ho\vever amiable the chrifiian religion 
might have appeared in theory, it is not natu- 
ral that -men fhould have been induced to elTI- 
brace it. On the contrary
 it is certain that 
they !hould have had the greateft repugnance 
to it.. notwithfianding the fuperior exce llençe 
of thofe moral virtues which it inculcates. 
1'hey ruufi have been fl10cked at the novelty 
and inconlprehenfibility of 111any of its doc- 
trines. They mutt have been terrified like- 
,vire at the aufi.erity cf its precepts) and the 
l"igorous and e\'erIafiing puni{}Jments which it 
denounces againfl thofe illicit pleafures they 
had b
en accufiomed to enjoy. N everthe.. 
lcfs they elllbraced it. ,r hat could eIf<.:B: 
fuch a wonderful change in the hearts of rnen ? 
\V hat could induce them to aa diametrically 
oppofite to the feelings and inclinations of 
human nature? Nothing but palpable fafts; 
f
éls which they féHV with their own eyes. 
R 
 wrì)
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The finger of God appearing vifibIy in rrup_ 
port of it, removed every doubt, and every 
d i ffi c u It Y \v hat eve r. 
There are three events which have corne 
to pats in the 
'ot1d which In u fi appear afto- 
nifl1Ïng to every man 
)f reflexion, and almoft 
incredible, were they not afcertained beyon
 
the po!1ìhility of a doubt. The fìra is, the 
univerfality of a reJigion fo abl'urd, fo impi- 
ous as idol at ry: the lecond, the extent of a 
reI i g ion fa g fa rs and fi u pi d 
 s 
1 a b 0 met i fn
 : 
the thiId, the efiablifhtllcnt of a religion fo 
)"epugnant to th
 paffions and inclinations of 
mankind as chri [lianity. \Vïthout departing 
from the order of llatural caures, we can ac- 
. . 
count for the two foroler. But tht'fe caufes 
will not [uffice to reconcile the latter to us. 
1'he chriHian religion therefore is the only 
onc, the eftablilllrnenl of which can, and ought 
to be alcribed to a fupernaturaJ power. 1 do- 
1atrv took its J ire from ignora[,ce and the de- 
" . 
praved 1 affions of mankind. l\1ahometifm 
diffufed ilfeif by violence al,d the force of 
arms. ChriHianity owes its exifience to in- 
vincible Pðtience and courageous perfeve- 
rance, fuperior to every hunlan confidera- 
lion whatever. 
, 
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It is not however impowble but tbat at 
t1111es, and in particu1ar circurnftanres a per- 
fan may be found fo bigoued to his opinion
. 
fo puffed up with pride and vanity a
 to brave 
death in every !hape, rather lhan retraS: his 
favorite fy fiem. 1-'h.lJS we have ree.o confpi- 
rators undergo the mon: excruciating tortures. 
rather than impeach their accomplices. Yet 
fuch exa
p)es 
re rare, and are phenomena 
\\'hich feldom app
ar. But it is not in the 

our!e of nature, or merely poffible that thou- 
fands ùf people of every age, [ex, and cond
- 
tion) íhould forego the advantages of life, and 
futrer voluntarily and freely tile moll excru- 
ciating tonTIents, if they were not compelled 
by fuprem
 nlotives
 and fupported by fuper- 
natura) aid and affillance. The chrifiian 
martyrs (it cannot be 100 often repeated) 
therefore were [unained and fupported by di- 
vine power, it being 11Dpoffible otherwi[e in 
nature for human Hrength to withfiand fuch 
trial
. It was in confequence of this divine 
affifiance that we may, and oug 1 1t to afcribe 
the noble reply of a WO'1TIan (Fe]icitas by 
nalne) who was a prifoner) and condemned to 
die for her faith. This WOll1an. who was 
eight months gone with child, being feized 

itl] pains inçident to þer 
ond
tionJ could 
no
 



to 
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not refrain expreffing them. Tþe jailor, per- 
ceiving her uneafinefs, faid, {C I f you cannot 
" belp crying out at prefent, hew will you be 
cc able to face the ,vild bea
s, which you fo 
Cf lately feemed, to defpife, wben you ,vas 
C( called for h to facrifice?" (C Oh," fhe re- 
plied
 " I have only natural firength to fup- 
cr port me under natural pains and infinnities J 
U but the divine po\ver of J efus Chrifi will 
If fupr: 01 t me under torments
 when J Ihall 

r. be. called forth to fu {fer for his fake." 
(RJinart, p. 93). 
Such ,vill always be the reply of thofe who 
'ia by principle; ofthofe who follow the di8ates 
of confcience, and of thofe who arc intimately 
perfuadcd of the one only tiling necejfaT)J which 
their divine Mafier has recommended to 
thenl. Confcicntious reaitude is not confined 
to any age or climat.c. The divine affifiance, 
\vhich the primitive chrifijans ll10ft affuredly 
experienced in their conilias, wi1l nev'cr be 
,vanting to thofe \vho engage in the fame 

.au[e. \Vere other proofs \\'aoting, \\J
 need 
only turn our eyes towards France. 1-'here 
\ve than find that one hundred and thirty- 
eight archbiíhops and bifilOpS, fixty-four 
thourand clergymen \rere driven from their 
fees and their pa rifl1ês) and left to ftarve, for 
refufing 
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refufing to take an oath againO: their C011- 
fciences; that three hundred prieCls were 
matracred in one day in the city of Paris, the 
reO: either facrificed in other p]aces, or ba- 
ni!hed! Out of this edifying group we will 
felea only three diHingui!hed perfonages, for 
brevity fake, ,vhofe me
k) yet courageous- de- 
p rtment muO: excite the admiration, vene- 
ration and rerpea of every generous heart. 
There arc the archbill10p of Arles, (M. 
Dullau by name) and the t \VO brothers of tbe 
noble family de la Rochefaucauld; the one 
bifuop of Saintes, the other of Beauvais. 
Thefe venerable prelates, vvith a multitude of 
clergyrnen, -\vere conduaed in the morning 
after the bloody tenth of Augufi J 1792, to 
the Carn1e's ChUfl'h, which ,\'as de!lined for 
their prifon. lIere they ,vere confined with_ 
out the leaft rcfrefhnlent till the next day, 
and without even a mattrefs to lie upon. 
During all this tÎnle their ears ,,,cre grated by 
the blafphemous and ob[cene difcourfe of 
thore ,vho guarded theill. Sonle time after- 
wards the extreme rÌ(!"our of thei) confinelnent 
u 
was a little mitigated, pernliffion having been 
obtained that their friends and fervants fhould 
fupply thenl with fuch neceITaries, as \\'ere indif
 
penfabl}' requifiteto keep them from perifbjng. 
1
be 
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The archbifhop of Arles however had not 
even a mattrefs to himfelf. Being the mu!l 
dignified perfon among .the fufferers, he was 
of confequence, the main objea of the brutal 
infolence of the guards, who a{failed him ,vith 
unremitting fcurrility and abufe. One of 
theln in particular, percei ving the averfion he 
had to the fumes of tobacco, fmoked it in his 
face. The prelate, \vithout uttering a word 
of complaint, arore, and changed his feat. 
The feHow follo\ved him; tilJ, wearied by the 
patience of the [uffering viaim, he gave up 
the pur[uit. M. Dullau then fell aficep, be- 
ing quite exhaufied by his fufferings. There 
fe,v monlents however of tranquility, ,vere 
foon interrupted by the cry of affaffination. 
cc Well," exclaimed the archbilll0p to the 
perfon who gave the alarm, U let the vvill of 
n God be done," and then calmly fell afieep 
agaIn. 
The fame ferenity (refuIting from a good 
confcience) and compofure of mind marked 
the condua of the billiops of Saintes and 
Beauvais. At laCt ho\vever the fatal moment 
arri ved. The ruffians exclaimed) cc 'Vhere 
ce is the archbifhop of ArIes?" They que- 
Rioned a clergyman who flood near, if he was ' 
the perron. vVith his eyes caft down, and 
his 
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his hands joined before his breaO:, he made no 
reply. Turning then to M. Dul!au, they raid, 
(C you then, villain, are the archbifhop of 
cc Aries." (( Yes, gentlemen," he replied, U I 
(C anI the archbifhop of ArIes, and am con[cious 
n of never having done an injury to anyone." 
On this a blow was difcharged on the arch- 
bifhop
s head. lIe flood however ilnnlov
- 
able, and without uttering the 1ean: cOlnplaint. 
A fecond blow wounded him in the face. Still 
he kept his ground; and \vithout faying a 
fingle ,vord, raired his hand to the \\founded 
part. The third blo\v however brought him 
to the ground. No fooner was he laid pro- 
Urate than being nabbed to the heart, an end 
was put to his fufferings. The affaffin took 
, the prelates \vatch from his pocket, and trans- 
ferred it into his own, as a réward for the 
murderous deed he had performed. 
One of the villains then {hot at the bifhop 
of Beauvais, and wounded hilll in the thigh. 
Throwing him on the ground, they went in 
queft of his brother) whom they no Cooner 
di[patched, than they ca11ed out to the bifhop 
of Beauvais to arire, and take his fate. He 
an[wered them) U I do not refufe to go) and 
C( die like the others, but you fee it is impof- 
C( fible for me to walk. I humbly befeech you 
S " there.. 
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tC therefore to have the charity to affifi me) to 
U go to the place where I am called.'>> They 
I 
rai[cd hin1 up by the arms) and trailed his 
body away to the garden, where they put a 
final period to his vvretched exifience. This 
butchery, \vhich lafied three hours, took place 
on Sunday the fecond of September) being 
the twenty-firfi. day of their confinement. 
(For further particulars the reader is referred 
to Mr. Barruel's fiatement of the faEts). 
1'0 ,vind up his inveEìive again!l the pri- 
mitive chrifiians, the author of the Decline 
and Fan of the Roman Empire, te11s his 
readers, that n it would be an eafy tafk EfOlTI 
(( the hiflory of Eufebius, from the decIama. 
cc tions of LaEtanti us, and from the mofi an- 
n cient aEìs, to collea a long feries of horrid 
Ie and difgraceful pi&ures, and to fill many 
cc pages with racks and fcourges, with. ifon- 
cc hooks and red-hot beds. U Wherefore he 
adds, U he has purpofely refrained from de- 
cc fcribing the particular fuffering and deaths 
cc of the chri!lian martyrs." (p. 582). The 
taík indeed, as he fays, would be very eary) 
and what is'IDore (which he feelns to infinuate 
is not the cafe) we may rely confidently on the 
relations they give us, were they not, at lean: 
in general terms, confirmed by the Pagan 
hifiorians 
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hifiorians themrelvcs. Their veracity flands 
unimpeached, unlefs it be by modern philofo- 
phers, ,vhofe views are too intereCled, too palpa- 
ble to be adnlitted as legal evidence. But when 
he fays "he purpofely refrained fronl defcrihing 
(( the particular fufferings and deaths of the 
(( chriftian martyrs," he forgot hinlf
lf 
firangely, for \ve read in his hillary, p. 566 of 
1't1axirnilian, the recruit; in p. 56] of Mar- 
cellus, the centurion; in page 570 of tl:e 
chrifiian who tore down the ediEt at Nico- 
media, whom, he tells us) (C was burnt, or 
cc rather roafi.ed at a no,v fire." He infornl! 
his readers alfo, that (( every mode of torture 
U was put in pra8icc, and the court as well as 
C& the city, ,va
 polluted 'with nlany bloody 
(I executions."' See likewife pages 57 2 , 574, 
577, 5 82 , &c. &c. 
'Ve ,vill ho\vever take the hint, although 
he has been fo little attentive to it himfelf) and 
refrain to difcant further on a fubjeéÌ, which 
is as painful to relate J as it is \vonderful in its 
principle and edifying in its confequences. 
I-Iaviug in the courfe of this little EffaYJ 
occafionally remarked a fe,v of the mifrepre- 
fentatÏons of r..1. de Voltaire and his difciples, 
jt 111ay not be amifs to lay before the reader) 
forne of the nlany contradiEtions which ano- 
S 2 ther 
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ther modern philofopher (Rou{feau) has fallen 
into. \Vhence it win appear evident.. that 
they who undertake a bad caure, only expofe 
themfelves to the ridicule anù contempt of 
every l11an of fenre and information. They 
write for fools. and among fuch they hope to 
lTIake profely les. ryI. de Voltaire has not 
bluíhed to avow it. U Les rots,"
 fays he, 
cc admirent tout dans un auteur eHimè." In 
other '\7ords
 (C Fools [wallow every thing that 
C( flows from the pen of an admired author." 
M. de Velly, the French hifiorian) having 
read a curious anecdote in the works of M. 
de Valtaire, requefied to know upon what 
authority it was grounded. The anf\ver which 
be received from the French poet was as 
follo\vs. U Quond il s"agit ù'amu[er la popu- 
(( lace, it ne faut pas etre trop fcrupuJeux fur 
(( la verite." 
But to return to J. J. Rou{fe
tJ. Abflraa. 
jng frotn the eccentricity of his charaÐer, he 
po{fefI'ed undoubtedly many good qualities, 
,vhich rnoll of his fceptical brethren wen
 

rangers to. fIe was hUIllane and charitable. 
His purfe, ruch as.it was, was a]\vays open to 
the poor. Unlike IvI. de Voltaire, he never 
n)ade a fcandalpus traffic of h15 pen ançl ta- 
lents. He never inlpofed Uljon tbe public 

1 T}
er [orßed and borrowed nanlCS, nor fol
 
. the 
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tbe fame manl1rcript to r
\'eral bookfellers at 
the. fJme Lime. Ct.rtainly he m1g1
( have 
made money of his works, and olight alro 
have ohtained fOlne lucrati\'e r laces, through 
the influence of his friends and adtnirers, had. 
not- his proud und cvnical te,-nper Inade him 
forego his own interen
. COfltent with a bare 
mediocrity, be confined himfelr to what was 
purely neceírary. Notwithfianding the para.,. 
doxes he maintained, and tbe errors he gave 
into, no one \vill ref.lfe to acknowledge the 
fuperior natu aI, and the acquired talents he 
poffe{
ed. I-Iappy would it have been for 
fociety, and particularly for the French na. 
tion at this momer'i, Wh0 owe in a great mea- 
fure, their nlÏ{ery and de[olation to his writ- 
ings, had (hey taken a better turn. It is faid 
of him, that nothi g of an indifferent nature 
ever efcaped his pen, pofI'effing the art of 
prefentÍl1g the moIl: falIaci\JlIs fubjeéts under 
the brighten colours. Capable of fupporting J 
or oppofing the fanle argument in the Inoft 
nlaHcr1y manner, of which he was not a little 
proud, he wrote in favor of, and again!l: 
fuicide; in fupport of, and againfi duelling. 
l--le endeavoured to apologife for adultery, 
yet defcribed it in the man horrible colours. 
The moft violent inve8ives he levels at the 
, 
philo_ 
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philofophers, yet he adopts their opinIons. 
His attacks againft the exifience of God, he 
confutes by incontrovertible arguments againft 
the Atheifis. He fiarts the moll captious 
objeaions againft the chriftian religion, which 
lie neverthelefs extols in the highe{l firain of 
panegyric. There \vould be no end, if a mi- 
. 
J1ute detail was given of the contrarieties 
which are to be l11Ct with in his works. They 
prove indeed how far a man may be a dupe 
to himfelf when he follo\vs only the light of 
his own \veak rearon, and how uncertain phi- 
lofophy is in its idcas, when once it deviates 
from the bounds prefcribed to it by the great 
Autnor of nature. However as it is reafon 
alone, \\7hich J. J. Rouffeau has taken for his 
guide, let us exalninc \vhat tIfe he has n1adc 
of it. 
cc The God" fays he (( whom I adore is 

 " , , 
cc not a God of darknefs. He hath not en- 
U dowed me vwith an underftanding to forbid 
(C me the ufe of it. rro tell me I muO: fubulit 
cc my reafon J is to in[ u It the author of it." 
(Emile, t. 3- p. 139.) 1'hus we fee that rea- 
fon is all-po\verful. \Vhat [0110\\"'5 proves it 
to be the reverre. cc The nlore I firive to 

c contemplate the infinite e{fence of God
 
!t the le[s I conceive it: but it is, that is 
(( cnouah 
a 
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CC enough for 111e: the lefs I conceive it, the 
CI nlore I adore it. I humble myfelE: and fay: 
fC Being of beings, I am, becaufe thou art: 
(( to 111cditate on thee without ceafing, is to go 
U up to the fountain-head of my exifience. 
u The '/7Zofl wortlLy uft I can 1naÆe of rny reafon
 
cc is to annilu"late it btj01"t "'flee." (Le tter p. 
54,) 
Once more let us hear him in favor of 
rea[on. . (( The greatefi ideas we have of the 
" Divinity come by rearon alone. Behold the 
U fpeEtacle of nature; hearken to the interior 
cc voice. Hath not God [aid every thing to 
Ie our eyes, to our confcience, to our judge- 
(C Dl e n t ?" (E n1 i Ie) t. 3. p. 1 2 2. ) 
r'\gainfi rearon. cc The incomprehenfible 
(C Being which contains all, who gi\'es 1110tÍon 
cc to the world, and forms the whole fyfiem of 
cc beings, is neither vifible to our eyes, nor 
ee palpable to our hands; he efcapes all our 
ee fenres. The work i3 feen) but the arria is 
(( hid. It is no [mall l11atter to know at laft 
(( that he exifts; and after we have got [0 far, 
IC when we put the quefiion to ourfeJves: 
U What is he? 'Vhere is he? Our mind i
 
ee confounded: it \vanden
, and ,ve know not 
cc what to think/' (Enlilc, t. 2. p. 3 1 3,) cc He 
"is equal1y concealed [ron) 7J1J finJès, 2nd 
cc fro1n 
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hfron
 'liiy underflanding: the more I think of 
If him, the more I am confounded." (ib. t.3, 
p. 58.) 
So much for J. J. Rou{feau's reafons. 
Let us now attend to a few more contradic- 
tions, which he has unwarily fallen into, for 
it has often been obferved that great wits have 
. 
no\v and then fhort memories. 
In the fine panegyric which he has made 
of our bleued Saviour (as related in the courre 
of this little eifay) he fays Cf Is the tone he 
(( makes ufe of that of an ambitious feaary ?'; 
Yet in letter (p. 93,) he affirms, after drawing 
a 
parallel bet\veen Mor
s, J e[us Chrift and 

1ahomet
 that cc \\'e fhould not treat them as 
(( impofiars. 'Vha knows how far the conti. 
(( nual meditations on the Deity) ho\v far the 
Ie enthuúa[m of virtue in their fublime fouls 
cc IIlight difturb the didaaic and crawling or- 
C( der of vulgar ideas. In too elevated a fitu- 
cc ation the head turns, and things are no 
(C longer feen as they are in them[elves." 
Thus, in the firft place, \ve read that J erus 
Chrift had not the tone of an enth'lffiajl, or of 
an a'lnbitio'Us fiElarYJ and afterwards that it is 
poffible his brain was turned by an enthufiafm 
of virtue. In the fame panegyric he declares 
J erus Chrift to have been endowed with tht 
'Jno fl 
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IJn?fl fuhlil1Ze wifdo'ln; here he is rcp.refenled 
as a nlao, who does not fee things as tlley are in 
cc thenz,{elves ! 
In ípeaking of the gofpel (as has b
en 
noticed) J. J. Rou{feau exclaims. (( Is it 
(( poffible that a work fo fimple and fo fublinle 
U lhould be the work of man?" (( i\.nd yet 
(( with all this," he adds, cc the gofpel is full of 
cc things incredible, repugnant to rearoo, and 
cc which no man of fenfe can conceive, or acl- 
(( mite n Letter, p. 128.) 
cc 'Ve have;' fays he, (( three rrincipal re- 
u ligions in Europe. That which admits on- 
(( Iy one revelation is the moil ancient and 
U feems the mofi. fafe; that which admits three 
cc is the moil modern) and feems the mon co- 
C( herent; that ,vhich admits t\VO, and reje8s 
C( the third, may perhaps be the beft, but it 
Ie certainly has every prejudice againfi it; its 
U incoherency flares you in the face." (Etl1ile) 
t. 3. p. 14 0 .) This period he contradias 
,vithout the leart ceremony. (( There is," 
fays he, cc no revelation, again{l which the 
C( fame obje8.ions have not the fame, 01 
(( greater force, than they have againíl: chrif- 
cc tianit) ." (t. 3, p. 188.) He tcHs his reader
 
alfo (Soc. Comp. B. iv, chap, 8.) that (c Chrif- 
T (( tianit r 
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. cc tianit
 preaches nothing but {lavery and de.. 
(( pendence. 1'he fþirit of it is too favorable 
U to t)'rannv, for the latter not to make its 
I (( advantage of it on every occaÍÌon. True 
(c chri1bans are fornled lor Haves." Ho\v is 
this p
llod to be reconciled with \vhat he has 
faid eH"cw here? viz. that U ChriHianu) hath 
(( fofreued Ila v,ery, aud gIven to the manners 
U of natiuns a lnildnefl). and humanity which 
U letters could uever have con1municated to 
(( them. It halh rendered the different fornls 
(( of government i.nure I11uderate, and leI's fan- 
n gUlnary, and by that 11)'.:ans lel' tottering.- 
(( It hath providtd fur the {CCUI ity of maners, 
(( and the i}dpplnels of tubjetts." (Elnile, t. 
iii. p. 18 5.) "I am" fays the fame J. .I. 
RouiH.
au, H a chriHian, not as a dii"ciple of 

'prieUs, but as a diIcipJe of Jefus Chriit." 
A very docile dilciplc indeed, who can tell 
his Inaner that U he teaches things repugnant 
" to reafon; that his head is turned, and he 
(( does not fce things as they are in thèm- 
(
 felves!" U But whether," he adds, ,. Iought 
U to have kept Iny relHÌlnent
 on there Inat ers 
u to 111 y f c it J (a s the y n eve r c e ale t e 11 í n g n1 e) 
U or whether (when I hdd the courage to 

'publiíh tbc!n under nlY own name) I at- 
(( tac kcq 
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(I tacked the laws, and difiurbed the public 
U peace of fociety, is what I {hall examine by 
"and by." (Letter, p. 60.) '.\Thatever his 
intentions might have been in that refpea, he 
never kept his word, and he might have his 
own reafons for fo doing. -But he has never-. 
thelefs taken care to condemn his o,vn con- 
duél as ufual. U I do not think,:t' fays he, 
U that any ( ne can Jawfully introduce a new 
cs religion Into a country without the permif- 
er fion of the fovereign; for if it be 110t di- 
ce retUy dilobeying God, it is dirobeying th
 
U Jaws) and whoever diíùbe}s the laws, dir- 
er obeys God." Thus he has pointedly con- 
demned his own conduél; fùr what fight had 
he) a foreigner as he wa
) to print and diffure 
his perniciou) dottrines in France? 
Thefe few' contradictions and inconfifien- 
cies, among a variety of others which are to 
be found {caltered throughout all his works, 
are fumcient to put every 111an upon his guard 
who venture
 to perure them. L
t the rea- 
de r 11 eve r 10 f e fi g h t 0 f \v hat her a y s him fe If 0 f 
modern philofophers, in which he certainly 
ßlay b
 included, viz. that" they give lJ
 for 
U true priuciples of thin
s only unintelligible 
(( fyHems J which they have raired in their own 

, i 111 a gin a t ion s.' " ( Em i Ie.) t. i ii, p. 1 49.) 


"r ill 
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\Vill rational nlen then follow ruch guides? 
\Vill they refl: their beft hop
s upon fuch 
precarious and uncertain grounds? CertainlÁ 
not. They \vill, on the contrary) adhere to 
that gofpel) which \vith refpe8: to mora1ity 
(as th
 raid J. J. Rou!feau confeffes) is always 
certain) alway's true) always jÙlgu!al-, and ahvo)'s 
confzflent "lvith it elf. 
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